1% 


5 | 
SCRIPT U RY 


THE 


On 


ine: FREEDOM; 


OA 


EXEMPLIFIED £ A 


FA 


TTT 


Or'THE 


ARGUMENTS OFFERED IN DEFENCE OF SLAVERY, 


IN A TRACT ENTITLED, 


SCRIPTURAL RESEARCHES ON THE LICITNESS. 


„ 


8 E A R 


ke 


Learn to do well; ſeek judgment, relieve the oppreſſed. Iftinh i, 17. 


Woe unto them that call evil good, and go evil; that put darkneſs for light, and light fr Sas 
that put bitter for ſweer, and ſaect for bitter. Iſaiah v. 20. 


— Ow 8 ECL. nm 


LONDON: 
PRINTED BY W. SMITH, KINGSTREET, SEVEN-DIALS; 
$OLD BY I. PHILLIPS, GEORGE-YARD, LOM3ARD-STREET; 
AND J. DEBRETT; PICCADILLY. 


M.DCC.LXX XIX. 


ff E time elapſed ſince the firſt publication of 
Mr. HARRIS's Scriptural Reſearches, and 

the ſeveral anſwers that have appeared thereto, 

may require ſome apology for this undertaking. 


On the firſt peruſal of Mr. H.'s Tract, the pro- 
priety of expoſing its fallacy ſufficiently appeared, 
but on conſidering the amazing art with which his 
reaſonings were urged; and the triumph with 
which his concluſions were drawn, a cloſe and 


particular reply to every argument ſeemed abſolutely 
neceſſary. 


Under this impreſſion the Author drew up the 
following Remarks (before he had ſeen the other 
Refutations of Mr. H. 's doctrine,) and they were 
nearly prepared for the Preſs; when, on that 
Gentleman announcing his intentions of making a 
ſecond Publication, the Printing of this was de- 
ferred for obvious reaſons. This, however, now 
appears to have been unneceſſary; for, on the 
inveſtigation 
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6 
inveſtigation of Mr. H's ſecond Edition and De- 
fence, the Author finds no cauſe to alter the original 
diſpoſition of the work, or retract any argument 


he had advanced; what appeared proper to be 
noticed, Ie has briefly conſidered in an Appendix. 


With reſpect to the following work, he muſt 
advertiſe the candid reader not to look for elegancy 
of ſtyle, or beauty of compoſition : not being an 
Engliſhman he has the ſame excuſe to plead as 
Mr. H. and more occaſion to urge it. His chief 
deſign is, to detect what he conceives to be miſ- 
conſtructions of Scriptural Paſſages, artfully fabri- 
cated for the purpoſe of giving fanction ta a 
Trade, the purſuit of which muſt deeply wound 
the feelings af every true Chriſtian, 


Loxpon, 
Mar, 1789, 


N. B. The References to Mr. Harris's words are to the 


firſt edition of the Scriptural Reſearches, 
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ERRAT A. 
Page 11, laſt line, for comfortable read conformable. 
17, line 18, for principle principles 
37, 18, for reedemed redeemed 


42, note, line 1, for wer/ality eer/atility 
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FRIEND or FREEDOM, Ge. 


HE writer of the Scriptural Reſearches, con- 

ſcious that an advocate for Tnjuſtice and Op- 
preſſion, muſt incur the diſpleaſure of every friend to 
humanity, juſtice, and religion, “ haſtens to inform 
&« his reader, that he is as much at enmity with both, 
« as the moſt ſanguine advocate for African Liberty 
© may be”: but it requires far greater abilities than 
I am poſſeſſed of, to diſcover the truth of this 
aſſertion in any one page of his pamphlet. For 
Mr. HaRRISs in. ſtating that the buying and ſelling 
of men was not condemned in the ſacred writings, 
and in producing texts of ſcripture which he ſeems 
to have adopted before examination, in ſupport ot 
his hypotheſis, feels no heſitation. to advance, that 
among thoſe facts of which the word of God has 
decided their lawfulneſs, „the Slave Trade is un- 
* doubtedly one“; and, as if his bare aſſertion were 
a compleat proof of its veracity, he cloſes the period 
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1 
by dignifying the Slave Trade, with the appellation 
of a“ moſt ancient commercial purſuit *.” 


I am not envious of that ingenuity of argument, 


which Mr. H. has diſcovered in departing from the 
true meaning of ſcripture, nor did I content myſelf 
with viewing his labours, and comparing them by 
& the ſcanty light of mere human reaſon and ſenſe”. 
In meeting him therefore upon ſcriptural ground, I 
ſhajl endeavour to ſhew, that Mr. H. has not pro- 
duced one proof in his whole tract, „that the Slave 
« Trade is either conſonant to the principles of the 
« Law cf Nature, of the Moſaic Diſpenſation, or 
« of the Chriſtian Law*©”; and ſhall refer my 
readers to ſeveral texts of Scripture, which I truſt 
will ſatisfactorily prove to all unprejudiced minds, 


that every diſpenſation given by a gracious God for 


our moral conduct and duty in life, 1s diametrically 


oppoſite to the Slave Trade; and that fo far from 


ſanctioning Slavery, the Scripture is avowedly the 
friend of Freedom. 

Mr. H. chooling to treat his ſubject mathemati- 
cally, has prefixedto the whole, certain poſitions, or 
Data; upon ſome of which it may not be amiſs to 
make a few obſervations, conſidering the conclu- 
ſions which he ſo unwarrantably draws from them. 

His third Poſition ſtates, * Thar as there can be 
* no preſcription againſt the authority of God, 
„ whatever is declared in any part of the Scriptural 
“ Records to be intrinſically good or bad, licit or 
e jllicit, muſt be effentially fo in its own nature, 
« however contrary any ſuch declaration may be to 


the received opinions of men for any length of 


« time .“ 
On 


preface page vi. * Ibid, © Page vii. page ix. 
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On this Datum I would obſerve, that many things 
may be declared in the Scriptural Records as intrin- 
ſically good and lawful, when applied to particular 
actions, which are by no means to be urged as pre- 
cedents in all ſimilar caſes; and yet this rule of pre- 
cedent ſeems to be the ſole doctrine which he would 
attempt to draw from it, for in the ſeventh Datum 
he ſays, „ That if one or more deciſions of the. 
« written Word of God give a poſitive ſanction to 
the intrinſic licitneſs of any human purſuit (for 
de inftance the Slave Trade) whoever protefſ-s to 
% believe the incontrovertible veracity of the writ- 
*. ten word of God, eſſentially incompatible with 
the leaſt degree of injuſtice, muſt conſequently 
„ believe the purſuit itſelf to be intrinſically juit 
« and lawful in the ſtricteſt ſenſe of the word.“ 

To meet him on his own ground as ſtate in theſe 
poſitions, I will point out one fa, by which 1 ap- 
prehend theſe fallacies may be diſcovered, and to 
avoid being tedious, I will mention but one in this 
place; namely, that which ariſes from the conduct 
of the Iſraelites towards the ſabbath-breaker, as 
recorded 1n the Book of Numbers, in theſe words : 

« And while the children of Iſrael were in the 
« wildernes, they found a man that gathered ſticks 
e upon the ſabbath day. 

« And they that found him gathering ſticks, 
« brought him unto Moſes and Aaron, and unto 
« all the congregation. 


« And they put him in ward, becauſe it was not 
declared what ſhould be done to him. 


A 2 « And 


* 


+ © Page 10. 


1 
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« And the Lord ſaid unto Moſes, the man hall 
<« be ſurely put to death; all the congregation ſhall 
e ſtone him with ſtones without the camp, | 
1 * And all the congregation brought him without 
1 the camp, and ſtoned him with ſtones, and he 
[| % died; as the Lord commanded Moſes. ” 
[ Here we have an unerring deciſion of the God of 
truth © adeciſion incompatible with the leaſt degree 
<« of injuſtice,” and enforced by a poſitive command; 
[) and yet I will be bold to ſay, that few would think 
It juſt in us to ſtate this as a precedent, for our 
1 conduct in ſimilar caſes. This, however, is one of the 
1 chief arguments advanced in ſupport of Mr. H.'s 
1 inferences from the interpretations he has given of 
| ſeveral texts of ſcripture; and thus, by ſophiſtically 
| arguing from falſe premiſes in defending the 
cauſe of ſlavery, he has exhibited the word of God, 
as inconſiſtent with itſelf, and repreſented the 
Almighty as an encourager of the moſt cruel op- 
preſſion. 
In proceeding ing on Mr. H.”s Scriptural Reſearches, 
his firſt ſection on the Law of Nature immediately 
occurs, from which I ſhall tranſcribe as few of his 
words as the nature of. the ſubject will admit, that 
I may not extend this tract to too greatra length. 
His firſt caſe is that of the Patriarch Abraham, 
e who (he ſays) conſtantly obeyed the voice of God, 
„ kept his charge, his commandments, his ſtatutes, 
and his laws*; not excepting any one. If ſo, 
how comes it that St. Paul ſhould follow the Pſalmiſt 
in ne, that when the Lord looked down from 
Heaven 


f Num. xv. 32, &c. \, Scrip. Res. p. 14. * Ibid. p. 15 
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Heaven upon the children of men, there was none 
that did good, none righteous, no not one? From 
whence the Apoſtle accordingly aſſerts, that, “ all 
* have ſinned and come ſhort of the glory of God *,“ 
and that even Abraham, was not exempted from the 
number of thoſe, who ſtood in need of the perfect 
and conſtant obedience of a finleſs Saviour.! I men- 
tion this, not to detract in the leaſt from the virtues 
of that exemplary Patriarch, who received the teſti- 


mony of an all-ſeeing God, both as to the rectitude 


of his paſt obedience, and the tenour of his future 
conduct; although I muſt oppoſe that Opprobrious 
Praiſe,” which, I preſume, Mr. H. would not ſo 
largely have given to Abraham, but that he meant 
to claſs him with his own friends, the Dealers in 
buman Fleſh. 

In No. VI. Mr. H. refers to his margin for the 
firſt text which he brings as a negative proof, to 
ſhew that the leaſt intimation was not given by any 
of the inſpired writers of Abraham's conduct being 
wrong, in making a purchaſe of men, or to uſe his 
own words, „dealing in human Fleſh," ” the text is, 
Gen. xvii. 239—27. but from no ſentence of the 
whole paſſage does it appear that the inſpired pen- 
man of the book of Geneſis, had the leaſt intention 
to prove, or even to hint at the lawtulnels, or unlaw- 
fulneſs, of buying bond- men and bond-women; the 
whole records the unfeigned obedience of Abraham 
to the command of God, reſpecting the rite of 
circumciſion; the inſtitution of which is ſpeciſied in 


the 


i Pſalm xiv. 2, 3. Rom. iii. 10. 


« Rom, iii. 23. | Rom iv. 1—3. P. 15. 


: 
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E 


the former part of the chapter *. However Mr. H. 
not ſatisfied with aſſerting that Abraham conſtantly 


- 


practiſed 


* One thing we may obſerve from the above chapter, that 


the bond-men bought with Abraham's money, were in a 
condition, which will by no means juſtify Mr. H_'s applying 


the epithet of the Slave-Trade to his conduct; for, Abra- 
ham's bond-mcn were brought into the ſame covenant as his 
ſervants born in his houſe, and in conſequence were“ not 
cu off from the people,” whereas the African Slaves, gene- 
rally fpeaking, are not thought to have any lawful right even 
to the ceremonzes,. much leſs to the privileges of chriitianity, 
— Hence the learned Biſhop of London, in his ſermon on 
Luke iv. 17—20. in application to the words of Chriſt, ſays 
—“ For when he ſpeaks of the paar, the braten hearted, the 
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blind, the captive, the bruiſed, who can forbear thinking on 
that unhappy race of beings, the African Slaves, in our 
Welt India Colonies, If there are any human creatures 
in the world who concentrate in themſelves every ſpecies of 
evil here enumerated, who are at once poor, and broken 
hearted, and blind, and captive, and bruiſed, our Negro 
Slaves are beyond compariſon thoſe creatures. b 

„Even in a literal ſenſe this deſcription is in ſeveral cir- 
cumſtances a juſt picture of their ſituation; but in a figura- 
tive and ſpiritual meaning, it may, with the ſtricteſt truth, 
be applied to them. They are in general conſidered as 
mere machines and inſtruments to work with, as having 
neither underſtandings to be cultivated, nor ſouls to be 
ſaved. To the greater part, not ſo much as the mere 
ceremony of baptiſm is adminiſtered; and ſcarce any enjoy 
ſufficient leiſure or aſſiſtance for a proper degree of inſtruc» 
tion in the doctrines and dutics of religion, &c.—Thus it 
comes to pals that in the Britiſh Iſlands alone, there are 
upwards of four hundred thouſand human beings, of whom 
much the greater part live moſt literally without God in the 
world, without any knowledge of a Creator or Redeemer ; 
without any one principle either of natural or revealed 
religion, without the idea of one moral duty, except that 
of performing their daily taſk, and eſcaping the ſcourge 
that conſtantly hangs over them. The conſequence is that 
they are heathens, not only in their hearts, but in their 
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C33 
practiſed the Slave Trade , that ſcripture is ſilent 
on his conduct and that even this ſilence is a proof 
that the Slave Trade “ was never accounted in the 
<« ſight of God a violation of any of the laws of the 
e religion of nature.” He ventures a ſtep further in 
boldneſs; for in No. VIII. he declares that if his 
negative argument juſt ſtated, does not amount to a 


Poſiti ve 


« lives, and, knowing no diſtinction between vice and virtue, 


they give themſelves up freely to the groſſeſt immoralities, 
without ſo much as being conſcious that they are doing 
wrong. — See PORTEKUS's Serm. p. 387, 388. 5th ed. 


The length of the above quotation can require no apology. 
and I ſubjoined it the rather, as the author of the Scriptual 
Reſearches, in almoſt every page, ſpeaks of the bond ſervants 
mentioned in ſcripture, as if placed on a par with our Welt- 
India Slaves, between whom there is a wide difference of 
condition. Who is there that on reading the above deſerip- 
tion can help feeling thoſe emotions viich made an clegant 
writer expreſs himſelf thus? 

« Image of the molt Holy God vilely prophaned! 
« Compendium of Creation, weakened and muulated. Temple 
in which the Deity vouchſafed to refide and reveal himſelf 
by prodigies, by oracles ; and, when the fulneſs of time 
% was come, by the Sen, the Brightneſs of MMajefly ſupreme, 
« the only and the fi barn, by whim, and fer whim the world 
„ was made! The Second Adam! Human Nature, what 
« was thy deſtination? and what art thou become ?” 

Herder les plus anciens dicumens de Ihumanite.—Par. I. 


+ It would have become Mr. II. to bring one inſtance at 
leaſt of Abraham _ a bond-man to excuſe the above 
expreſſion, for my part, I eſteem thoſe purchaſed by Abraham 


as experiencing an emancipation from {lavery, conſidering 
the privileges they acquired thereby, however others may 
differ from me on this idea, yet I truſt, they will grant that 
it is not fair reaſoning for Mr. H. without fo much as one 


inſtance of Sale, to repreſent Abraham as making a Trade of 
dealing in human Fleſh.” e 
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poſſtive approbation of the Slave Trade, © it is im- 
e poſlible to reconcile the juſtice of God with his 


*«« own {ſcriptural deciſions.” 


Having thus ſtated his zegative proof, he then, 
with peculiar effrontery, at No. IX. calls it “ a 
ſanction of Divine Authority » P—but while he is 
ſhewing that his zegative proof, is a poſitive proof, 
ſanctioned by another which is immediately to be 
brought forward, Mr. H. wiſhes, „the zealous 
advocate for African Liberty, to be diveſted of 
* every prejudice, that the love of humanity may. 
* have created in his mind;” and I ſhall add, he 
mult be diveſted alſo, of every principle of chriſtia- 
nity, before he can receive that irreſiſtible conviction, 
which Mr. H.'s inferences are luppoted to have had 
on his own underſtanding. 

We come next to Mr. H.'s poſitive proof, the 


caſe of Hagar, Which he calls, „a very deciſive 


fact” on his fide, recorded Gen. xvi. 1—11. and 
here, much ingenuity muſt be uſed to ſhew us that 
Hagar was a flave, cr he was aware that this “ deci- 
five fat?” mult clearly fall to the ground; and there- 
fore in No. XI. as the word handmaid does not 
convey the idea of any very cruel hardſhips, Mr. H. 
has pointed out to us another text in which God 
calls her a Bend caoman; this expreſſion however not 
fully meeting with his wiſhes, as not applying ſuffi- 
ciently to his cauſe, he dexterouſſy throws in one of 
his unanſwerable proofs, and boldly tells us ſhe was 
born in Africa, ** ſhe was an Egyptian by birth ;*— 
Now let us obſerve his impartial inference as to what 
her condition was, by being an Egyptian by birth ; 
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1 
ſhe was not merely an African, but © conſequently an 
« African Slave . No wonder, that when he had 
made a ſlave of Hagar, he ſhould treat her as ſuch, 
we muſt not even ſuppoſe that Hagar might be one 
of thoſe who came in the retinue of Abraham out of 
Egypt, voluntarily and without compulſion. —This 
would not tally with the idea of a Slave Trade; we 
muſt therefore fancy her “ tranſported” (as he ex- 
preſſes, page 18.) by ſea, as if in ſome ſhip of Tyre, 
the famous Liverpool of the Ancient World; or 


ſeparated from every dear relation and friend, by 


ſome ſlave driver, and dragged through the barren 
wilderneſs to the land of Canaan.—In finiſhing the 
picture of Hagar's hardſhips, he ſeems to give up 
the word Hand-maid with a kind of antipathy, and 
gratuitouſly concludes that ſhe was © obliged to 
„wait at hand, and work for the advantage of her 
« maſters.” 

Having thus brought Hagar © 7o wait at band, 
and work fer the advantage of her maſters,” and Saral 
to wait upon herſelf, ſince we do not find that Mr. H. 
allows Hagar, ever after, to be Sarai's handmaid; I 
ſhall now enquire into the treatment ſhe met with, 
according to Mr, H.'s account, from her maſter and 
miſtreſs; not indeed while ſhe waited at hand upon 
her miſtreſs Sarai, but while ſhe worked as a flave : 


7 See p. 17, 18. Mr. H. has taken great pains throughout 


his tract, to claſs under the ſame idea, the ſcripture words 
bond-ſervant, &c. as the word ſlave. The former may be 
read in many places of feripture without the idea of any 
cruelty annexed —The latter invariably conveys ideas of op- 


reſſion, and of the moſt abject, and greateſt degradation of 
uman nature, | 
C And 


. 

And of this we have a ſingular relation in his next 
number, page 18, where, by his expreſſion of 
Hagar's being ſo roughly handled by Sarai, it would 
ſtrike a perſon at firſt view that Sarai herſelf was the 
inflictor of caſtigation, but as the writer tells us that 
| the Hebrew word rendered dealt hardly, has ſuch 
« an extent of fignification, as may eaſily convey 
| *© the idea of a very cruel and oppreſſive treatment;” 
| perhaps he only inſinuates and means to allude to 
what ſometimes happens in our Weſt India Iſlands, 
where the wife of an overſeer conſiders herſelf as 
bound, to ſee correction properly applied in the 
abſence of her huſband, but always with his per- 
miſſion, 

Granting for a moment, that his account of Sarai's 
cruelty, and the repreſentation of Hagar's conduct 
as a triffling fault, were true, Mr. H. in No. XIII. 
has advanced an opinion, in which I agree, I mean 
reſpecting the verdict which would be given, if ſuch 
a caſe as Hagar's were tried before a Jury, compoſed 
of ſome of the preſent advocates for African Liberty: 
But as to his No. XIV. page 19. I muſt beg leave to 
differ in every part; a perſon who had never paid 
| attention to the hiſtory as related in the bible, would 
be led to ſuppoſe from Mr, H.'s words, that God 
had eſtabliſhed an impartial tribunal in the land of. 
Canaan, where he deputed an Angel, as his Miniſter, 
to repreſent his perſon, for the ſole purpoſe of ad- 
miniſtering juſtice, and among other points in ſuch 
caſes particularly as occur between maſters and 
Naves, and that Hagar, bad gone to this court to 
make her complaint, and ein to enquire as to 
theſe particulars, whether Sarai had a right to 5 
1er 
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1 
her with cruelty, for “not being quite ſo reſpectful as 


« Sarai might ſuppoſe ſhe ought to be? Whether her 
being Abram's wife, —or the ſeverity of Sarai's 


treatment—or her actual ſtate of pregnancy, did or 
did not emancipate her from her bondage ? And 
that this Miniſter of Juſtice had, not merely given 
Mr. H.'s emphatical negative to theſe enquiries ; 
but had alſo condemned her for deſerting her tervice 
to make theſe complaints, and ordered her to return, 
ſubmitting herſelf under the hands of her miſtreſs, 
however cruel ſhe might ſtill behave towards her; 
for though the Lord had heard ber affiiFion, yet ſhe 
was not to expect a releaſe, as there was no blame 
either in Sarai or in Abram, whoſe lawful property 
ſhe ſtill was.—l refer to Mr. H.'s own words in No. 
XIV. and aſk, whether the above are not the ideas 
which might ſtrike a ſtranger to the records of ſcrip- 
ture, on peruſing his words? Nay, ſuch a perſon 
might be led further to ſuppoſe, that this Miniſter 
of Juſtice had even explained to Hagar the lawfulneſs 
of ** the original contratt of her purchaſe, c.“ for he 
adds, who by the very act of deputing an angel, 
on purpoſe to command the fugitive ſlave to re- 


©« turn to her maſter's houſe, and ſubmit herſelf 


& under the hands of her miſtreſs, declared her to be 
“ her maſter's indiſputable property; and the original 
“ bargain, or contract, by which he had acquired 
e that property to be juſt and lawful in its nature :” 
And then, as if his language thus far had been too 
delicate and feeble, he brings in a horrid innuendd 
by way of elucidation, ſaying * that the Slave 
« Trade, even when attended with circumſtances 
« not altogether conformable to the feelings of huma- 


C3 © « ity, 


, 
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ce nity, is eſſentially conſiſtent with the ſacred and 
* unalienable rights of juſtice, and has the poſitive 
% ſanction of God in its ſupport.” In the name of 
common decency, what credit can be given to a 
man, who ſhall daringly declare, that the Almighty 
deputed an angel on purpoſe to command a fugitive 
bond-woman to go home to work for her maſter 5 
the ſhocking impiety of ſuch a procedure, one would 
think, muſt alarm him on the ſlighteſt reflection, if 
he has not caſt off the belief of that, which made 
even Felix tremble !—For on a candid examina- 
tion of this paſſage we ſhall not diſcover one 
feature to ſanction the Slave-Trade : the fact is this, 
when Hagar had left Abram's dwelling, and had 
fled into the wilderneſs, deſtitute and diſtreſſed, the 
Almighty was pleaſed to ſend an Angel (not to up- 
braid her and ſecure Abram's property, as Mr. H. 
inſinuates, but) to comfort and adviſe her, the 
words of this celeſtial Meſſenger are, * Hagar, Sarai's 
% maid, whence cameſt thou? and whither wilt thou go?” 
—She is not in the leaſt terrified at the ſight of this 
heavenly viſitor, or conſcious of having done any 
thing amiſs, therefore inſtantly anſwers—* I flee 
from the face of my miſtreſs Sarai.” Did I conſider 
the Angel as a Miniſter of Juſtice, I ſhould retort 
upon Mr. H. and ſay, What reply did the angel 
make to Hagar? Did he diſapprove of her conduct 
in flying from her huſband's habitation ?—did he hint 
in the moſt diſtant manner that Abram and Sara's 

conduct 


5 
unleſs he is in that dreadſul ſtate which St: Paul foretold ſome 
of the children of men would be, in conſequence of their 


adherence to the Man of Sin. See 2 Thell. ii. 10, 11. 
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* 


conduct towards her were juſtifiable ?—did he ſigni- 


fy to her that ſhe was a bond-woman, and muſt con- 


ſider herſelf as part of Abram's property, who was 
at liberty to diſpoſe of her perſon as he thought pro- 
per? NO. He does not even inſinuate the leaſt 
degree of blame in Her—If cenſure is implied in any 
part of his words, it is on Abram and Sarai, who 
were the cauſe of thoſe afflictions, while his words to 
Hagar, are manifeſtly the advice of a comforter to 
an afflicted Woman, anxious and perplexed ; coun- 
ſelling her to return, and ſubmit for the preſent, even 
to the unkindneſs of her miſtreſs,with the promiſe and 
aſſurance, that ſhe ſhould be the mother of a nume- 
rous progeny, the offspring of her ſon, whom ſhe was 
inſtructed to call Iſhmael; becauſe, ** the Lord had 
heard ber affliction.“ Theſe are evidently the words 


of comfort; for wherever the Lord is ſaid in ſcrip- 


ture to liſten to the voice, it is alſo conſtantly implied 
that he adminiſters to the conſolation of affliction. 

Having thus followed Mr. H. in the track of his 
very ſingular Data, I ſhall now take the liberty to 
give my opinion on the ſubject, after ſtating the fol- 
lowing poſition, which I truſt is both clear and indiſ- 
putable, namely, 

That many of thoſe tranſactions which are men- 
tioned in the lives of the Patriarchs, as handed down 
to us by the inſpired writings, are recorded for a far 
greater purpoſe than merely to give us examples of 
imitation in their conduct; and that we are not to 
infer the lawfulneſs, or unlawfulneſs, of particular 
purſuits, from the ſilence of ſacred writ reſpecting 
certain actions of the Patriarchs.— Every impartial 
5 | reader 


® Compare Gen. xvi. 11. with xxix. 31, 32 


77 
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reader, it is preſumed, will grant, that I have 
foundation for this opinion in the records of 
truth. 

When the diſobedience of our firſt Parents had 
involved them in a condition the moſt deplorable v, 
en awful fear of God mult have ſeized their unhappy 
minds; and hence, ignorant of his attributes, they 
vainly ſought ſhelter from his preſence among the 
covering of Eden's leaves . But God, whoſe nature 
is love, beheld with pitying eye the tranſgreſſors of 
his commands; and before he declared the conſe- 
quences of their fins to them and their poſterity 
oraciouſly intimated the means of a reſtoration from 
rhe effects of their fall, in the promiſe of bruiſing the 
Serpent's Head”: The ſame wiſdom and mercy 
which planned and determined the wonderful re- 
demption of mankind, did not immediately fulfit 
the gracious promiſe, for even fin, which we know 
to be hateful in the ſight of God at all times * did 
widely reign, and its effects were dreadful * ; never- 
theleſs, God at ſundry times, and in divers manners, 
ſpake unto the Fathers, and by Types, and other 
means, gradually prepared mankind for a clear 
manifeſtation of the chriſtian covenant, that com- 
pleat ſyſtem of recovery from the fall; a ſyſtem, 
including an atonement for the guilt, and ſtrength 
againſt the power of ſin e; and we may fairly draw 
this humbling leſſon, even from ſome actions in the 


lives 
Gen. ii. 17,—iii. 7, Gen. iii, 8. Gen. ii. 1g, 
Gen. vi. 5, 6. 1 Cor. x. 5—12. t Rom. v. 12—17. 


» Compare Iſa. hii. 6. with Rom. v. 8—10. and 1 John i. . 
alſo Jer. xi. 31—34+ with Heb. viii, 10—12. 
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lives of the moſt exalted characters among the 
Antedeluvians, as alſo from thoſe under the Moſaic 
Diſpenſation, namely,” that man's nature is deeply 
affected by the fall, which has rendered him utterly 
unable by the utmoſt exertions of his own power 
and ſtrength, to reſtore himſelf to that moral recti- 
tude, in which he was created: In ſubſcrviency to 
what I have ſtated above, I clearly apprehend that 
the ſketches, or ſhort hiſtories of the Parriarchs, are 
ſo related in the ſacred ſcriptures, to make known 
and elucidate the neceſſity of the covenant jault men- 
tioned, 

In the account we have of their lives, many exam- 
ples certainly occur, which are well worthy our 
imitation, and whereby they obtained the approba- 
tion of God; the faithfulneſs of the infpired hiſtorian, 
nevertheleſs, has recorded ſome actions of their lives, 
which it would be ſinful in us to copy, though not 
expreſly cenſured in them“; whether or no God 
teſtified his ,diſpleaſure in words, or by his conduct 
towards them, or their families, while they lived, 
we are not informed ; or whether he did not impute 
fin, when there was uo {aw *; I will not take upon me 
to determine: Certain, however it is, that in the lives 
of theſe conſpicuous characters, there are ſome 
inſtances of conduct, which, if not ſinful in them, 


under their diſpenſation, and in their day, it would 


be highly culpable in us to imitate. 
When human depravity had attained to ſuch an 
height that all fleſh was corrupt, and violenee bad filled 
the 


Gen. ix. 21. Kii. 11-13. 
* Rom. v. 13. 


41 
the earth], God called forth Noah, a Preacher 
of Righteouſneſs”, a juſt man and perfect in his genera- 
tions, becauſe he walked with Gde. And although 
the Deity had ſaid, he would deſtroy man from the 
face of the earth; yet in judgment he remembered 
mercy, and by ſparing Noah and his family, and 
not putting an end to the human race, he eſtabliſhed 
his covenant*, promulgated to man firſt in Paradiſe, 
though determined before the world began*. The 
ſacred hiſtory proceeds to inform us of the wonder- 
ful deliverance which Noah experienced, when the 
waters {wept away an unrepenting Race of Tyrants, ? 
whoſe violence occaſioned that ſupernatural convul- 
fion of the elements After this deliverance we are 
told that Noah planted a vineyard, and that he drank 
of the wine and was drunken, and yet none of the 
inſpired writers ever ſaid the lealt againſt his conduct. 
But will Mr. H. from this their filence ſuppoſe that 
drunkenneſs, and the horrible conſequences of it are a 
lawful? 


When 


As no violence can be more notoriouſly criminal in the a 
ſight of a righteous God, than thoſe acts of deſtructive op- | 
preſſion, generally practiſed by Slave Dealers, and Slave : 
Holders, we may fairly preſume that mvoluntary ſervitude was '# 
exacted by the powerſul from the weak, even before the flood; 1 
and conſequently that the Slave Trade may have been much 4 
more ancient that even its moſt zealous advocate Mr. H. has 5 
conceived ; but neither the higheſt antiquity nor any fre- 8 
quency of example, can convince me of the ** intrinſic 5 
«« licitneſs,”* of violence, oppreſſion, and injuſtice; in that ; 
inſtance eſpecially, of exacting labour without wages, which N 
the ſcriptures uniformly condemn under the ſevereſt denun- 
ciations of woe ! 


y 2 Pet, ii. 5. Gen. vi. 9. a Gen. vi. 18. 
Þ Tit. i. 2. © Gen. ix. 21. 
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When Abram and Sarai went to Egypt, they 
agreed to paſs for brother and ſiſter *, and though 
they really were ſuch in one ſenſe, yet they were not 
ſo in the meaning that Pharaoh underſtood them. 
On this their conduct, God's Particular Providence 
interpoſed to undeceive Pharaoh, and deliver Abram 
and his wife from the harm to which they had 
expoſed themſelves; and except from Pharaoh, not 


a word of cenſure is mentioned by the inſpired writer. 


Here again I would aſk Mr. H. can we imitate 
Abram and Sarai's plan in ſimilar caſes that may 
occur? or can we entertain a doubt, either as to 
« the intrinſic licitneſs” of deceitful equivocation, or 
.of marriage between ſuch near relations as Abram 
and Sarai were, and which in other parts of Holy 
Scripture are clearly prohibited? 

Abraham had alſo wives and concubines, which 
was a vice contrary to the firſt principlesof the Law 
of Nature, and to the primitive ordinance of God, 
as our Lord declared that from the beginning it was not 
ſo. We however find that even Abraham during the 
latter half of his life, continued in that ſtate, though 
it inyolves a crime which would be puniſhed by the 
laws of England, were any perſon here to copy ſuch 
an example, and that becauſe the practice is con- 
demned in the ſtrongeſt terms, and with the ſevereſt 
threatenings in other parts of the Word of God. 

Now although Abraham had wives and concu— 
bines, and we read of no reproof given him, nor 


4 Gen. xii. 11. 13. 


® Exod. xx. 14. Matt. xix. 9. 1 Cor. vi. g, 10.—vii. 2, 3, 4. 


Gal. v. 19, 21. Eph. v. 5. Heb. xiii. 4. Rev. xxi. 8. 
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of any repentance on his part, yet this does not 
prove the /icitneſs of the practice; and in like manner 
1 conclude, that the example of Abraham's having 
bond-ſervants without any reproof from God, or 
any repentance expreſſed by the patriarch on that 
account being recorded in the Scripture, does by no 
means prove the lawfulneſs of buying thoſe of our 
own ſpecies z and much leſs can it prove the law- 
fuJneſs of the Slave Trade, with which that of Abra- 


ham cannot with any propriety be alledged to bear 
the leaſt compariſon. 


Che candid reader I am ſure will pardon this 
ſeeming digreſſion, upon a point ſo very ma- 
terial on the ſubject before us. The great event 


of man's redemption by Jeſus Chriſt being over- 


looked by Mr. H. has led him to miſtake the chief 
delign of the ſhort: ſketches we have of the lives 
of the Patriarchs; and not conſidering the gradual 
method by which God has been pleaſed to make his 
will known to mankind, ſeems to me-to be what has 


led him to ſeek perfect examples in the conduct of 


characters under the Law of Nature, &c. while even 
under the Chriſtian Diſpenſation, no character, how- 
ever exalted, ſhould be eſteemed a perfect example, 
our Bleſſed Saviour only excepted. 

I ſhall now proceed to the next proof aſſumed 
by Mr. H. in favour of the Slave Trade, deduced 
from the conduct of Joſeph, when he ſaved the 
Egyptians from periſhing by famine, and upon this 
tranſaction, which, in my opinion, has not a ſingle 
feature analogous to the Slave Trade, Mr. H. has 
employed about fifteen pages, without producing 
one juſt argument, —Suppe/ing for the preſent, what 
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I am far from admitting as a fact, that Joſeph did 
make a contract with the Egyptians which extended 
to render them all menial ſervants to Pharaoh x; let us 
even in this view examine Mr. H.*s pretended impar- 
tiality. At his firſt outſet on this buſineſs his avowed 
purpoſe was to ſhew . The intrinſic lawfulneſs of the 
Slave Trade, but not by patronizing ſuch crying enormities 
and abuſes as are ſaid now to be perpetrated i. How- 
ever upon this, as on every other occaſion offered, 
not ſatisfied with ſtating the purchaſe of men to be 
lawful when free from abuſes, he inſinuates, and 
wiſhes to lead his readers to imagine from the caſes 
of Abraham and Joſeph, that hardſhips, and even 
cruelties, did then exiſt of the ſame complexion with 
thoſe of our Slave Trade; a term which includes, 
from the nature of it, every enormity of oppreſſion 
and violence. 

In his firſt period, No. XVI. : Mr. H. 
launches out in praiſe of thoſe amiable virtues 
in Joſeph's character, which have been in all ages 
juſtly conſidered as examples worthy of imitation, 
But on turning over the firſt leaf, the reaſon of thefe 


* As I find ſome who agree with Mr. H. in ſuppoſing 
that Joſeph made the Egyptians Bond- men to Pharaoh, who at 


the ſame time abhor the idea of declaring ſuch a conduct juſt, 


I mean while they conſider him as the enſiaver of the Egyp- 
tians. Did I allo believe this, my reply would be ut, 
thinking it ſufficient to object to the precedent. But as 
I differ ſtill further from Mr. H. and contend that Jofeph 
did not enſlave the Egyptians, it will require me to dwell 
longer on this cafe than otherwiſe would have been ne- 


eeſſary. 


* Scrip. Res. Prof. p. vi. s Page 20. 
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high encomiums is diſcovered, as reſulting from a 
with to have it ſuppoſed that this exalted character 
had been engaged very largely indeed in the Slave 
Trade. « Tf we examine (ſays he) the hiſtory of 
<« this eminent Perſonage as deſcribed in the Sacred 
„ Records, we ſhall ſoon find a ſecond very re- 
« markable inſtance of be licitneſs of the Slave Trade, 
c as practiſed, not only without controul, but under 
« the vi/ible protection of God, by one of the ſtricteſt 
«« profeſſors of the Religion of Nature, the laws and 
principles of which were the invariable rule of his 
conduct; and then * he ſtates the fact to which 
he alludes in the preceding quotation, as recorded 
Gen. xlvii. 13—26. and has taken great pains to 
bring a reproach on this exalted character, by repre- 
ſenting him like the Dealers in Slaves, whole employ- 
ment it is © to harraſs and deſtroy men's lives ;” But 
I venture to aſſert that in this very inſtance of 
Joſeph's proceedings, when fairly ſtated, we have a 
clear proof of the unlawfulneſs of the Slave Trade, 
and the Egyptians themſelves conſidered Him, as 
one who came not to deſtroy men's lives but to ſave 
them, 

Previous therefore to my ſtatement of this inte- 
reſting fact, 1 ſhall briefly examine Mr. H.'s 1mpar- 
tiality, as diſplayed in the ſix “ very pertinent re- 
ee fleckions, which he has drawn from this portion 
of ſcripture. 

His firſt reflection ſtates that here © is a whole 
« nation of free independent Africans, one deſcrip- 

| dion 


N * Page 23. 
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* tion of men only excepted, made ſlaves in one 
&« day.” ＋ | 

The ſecond ſuppoſes Joſeph to have purchaſed 
ſeven or eight millions of Africans, and their land, 


in one day, at the moderate price of one year's main- 
tenance per head 4. 


His third reflection aſſerts the happineſs of the 
Egyptians, prior to Joſeph's purchaſe 5, as being 
proprietors of + Landed Eſtates,“ for ſo Mr. H. 
pretends to underſtand the expreſſion that the Egyp- 


+ In all the verſes quoted there is not even one of thoſe 
names which Mr. H. points out in page 51, as the criterion 
of ſlavery, viz. “ bond-men, bond-women, bond-maid, 
* bond-ſervant, ſervant under the yoke.” However, the 
word ſervants is ſufficient for Mr. H.; perhaps his next pub- 
lication will contend that the Syrians were ſlaves to David 
(2 Sam. viii. 6.) while a third tract may inſiſt that Joſhua 
was flave to Moſes ; and Eliſha to Elijah; and in ſhort, prove 
from thence to as clear a demonſtration as in the preſent eſſay, 
that moſt of the worthy characters mentioned in the Old 


Teſtament were engaged in the Slave Trade that“ ancient 
« commercial purſuit.” 


＋ Suppoſing that the Egyptians got one year's maintenance 
as the condition of their bargain, the preſent African Slaves 
do not get even one day's maintenance as the condition of 
their purchaſe, nor have they any more power in the bargain 
of aſſent or refuſal, than the dumb beaſts of the field. The 
price is ſettled by the ſeller and buyer, who from principles 
of intereſt may behave with honeſty towards each other, as 
the houſe-breaker and receiver of ſtolen goods. 


$ With reſpe& to the happineſs of the Egyptians when 
_ came to Joſeph, Mr. H. thus expreſſes himſelf, page 34. 
*« Is it not evident, from the very words of their own addreſs, 
„that, finding themſelves reduced to the laſt extremity of 

indigence, and ſeeing nothing before their eyes but incvita- 
ble death, or ſlavery, they were forced through dread of 
the former to ſubmit to the latter. 
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tians ſold every man bis field\|; and by way of con- 
traſt to their happineſs he deſcribes the preſent African 
Slaves, in a ſtate of abſolute indigence and poverty, 


when purchaſed by our African Merchants * trading 
from Europe. 
Mr. 
The reader will the more readily aſſent to the bible ex- 
preſſion of every man his field, in preference to Mr. H.'s 
« Landed Eſtate”, when he knows that every ſoldier in 
Egypt (of which there were 400,000 kept in continual pay) 
had a ſmall field, exempt from all taxes. Rollin (Vol. I: 
Page 51) informs us that Every foldier was allowed an 
« Zroura, that is, a piece of arable land, very nearly anſwer- 
ing to half a French acre, exempt from all tax or tribute, 
« and beſide this privilege received a daily allowance of five 
«« pounds of bread, two of fleſh, and a pint of wine. This 
„allowance was ſufficient to ſupport part of their family.” 


* Mr, H. in ſtating this third reflection has very properly 
mentioned the indigence and poverty of the preſent Africans 
« at the period when they are purchaled by our Merchants ;” 
w corroborate his aflertion, and at the fame time to touch 
the feeling heart, we have this account from Monſ. Barbot, 
a French writer; “ "The ſlaves,” ſays he, * who are brought 
« from the inland parts, are of little value, owing to the hard 
« ufage they endure during their journey; being weary, 
«« beaten, and famiſhed.” Some, as we are informed, come 
from great diſtances down to the coaſt, 30 or 40 in a ſtring, 
tyed with leather thongs by the neck, at about a yard diſtance 
from each other, and having generally a bundle of corn, or 
an elephant's tooth on their head. I cannot refuſe the invita- 
tion here offered to form a ſtriking contraſt, and muſt beg 
leave to ſubjoin the words of two impartial writers, reſpec- 
ing their condition when unmoleſted by the Europeans, and 
before the iniquity of fomenting wars, tor the ſole purpoſe of 
procuring ſlaves, was advanced to the preſent magnitude. 

Monſ. Adanſon, correſpondent of the Royal Academy of 
ſciences at Paris, from 1749 to 1753, ,gives the following 
account, both as to the country and people — Which way 

| « {oever 
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Mr. H. 's fourth Reflection applies to the tranſporta- 
tion clauſe, upon which he obſexves, that notwithſtand- 
ing every wiſe regulation which Joſeph might make, 
many of the people muſt have inevitably periſhed . 

in 


cc 


ſoever I turned my eyes, I beheld a perfect image of pure 
nature : an agreeable ſolitude bounded on every lide by a 
charming landſcape ; the rural fituation of cottages in the 
midſt of trees; the caſe and quietneſs of the Negroes, re- 
clined under the ſhade of the ſpreading foilage, with the 
ſimplicity of their dreſs and manners; the whole revived in 
my mind the idea of our firſt parents, and I ſeemed to con- 
template the world in its primitive ſtate; they are, generally 
ſpeaking, very good natured, ſociable, and obliging. I 
was not a little pleaſed with my very firſt reception; and 
it fully convinced me that there ought to be a conſiderable 
abatement made in the account we have of the ſavage cha- 
« racter of the Africans,” | 

Mr. WM. SMITH who was ſent by the Royal African 
Company of London, to viſit their ſettlements, in 1726, 
gives us this account, The diſcerning natives account it 
«« their greateſt unhappineſs that they were ever viſited by the 
„Europeans; that we chriſtians introduced the traffic of 
« ſlaves, and that before our coming they lived in peace; but, 
« ſay they, it is obſervable, that wherever chriſtianity comes, 
« there comes with it a ſword, a gun, powder, and ball.” 


+ I apprehend the word many as referred by Mr. H. to 
thoſe who muſt have periſhed in tranſporting to cities, &c. is 
to be underſtood as tallying in a very extenſive ſenſe with the 
many whom the Slave Trade Captains have to conſign to the 
deep, until that day when the oppreſſors, and their abettors, and 
the oppreſſed themſelves, are all to meet together! When the 
African Merchants and Captains will be convinced of loſs by 
the untimely death of their African brethren, far, nay infinitely 
greater than any of thoſe preſent pecuniary conſiderations 
which ſway their judgment, and ſtifle, for a few fleeting years, 
the ſilent monitor within.—The dawn, which announces to 
the honeſt Iabourer, tlie approach of the gladdening ſun, diſ- 
covers to the hardened mariner the employment of ſeparating 
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in removing them to cities, from one end of the 
borders of Egypt, even unto the other end thereof. 
In his fifth reflection, Mr. H. ſeems to have been 
aware'that the ſurviving bondmen muſt ſomehow or 
other be repreſented as enduring cruel bonGage, leſt 
their condition, from the manner of its being recorded 
in Scripture, ſhould naturally convey no idea of 
ſufferings at all, and therefore, though there is not 
the leaſt hint of ſervitude in the cities, with a maſter, 
ſteward, or whipper in, placed over the Egyptians 
yet rather than not draw a ſimilitude to the Weſt- 
India traaſactions, he conſiders them (page 26) as 
ſo many flaves, tranſported from their native place, 
and ſent by their maſter, his ſteward, or overſeer , 
to work in different plantations, 


the ſhackled dead from the living: which the former would 


ſhudder to behold, while the latter performs his office without 


remorſe or pity. Theſe are common tranſactions, but ſome 
inſtances occur and come to light, which will make every 
heart fee] that is nor callous. St. James's Chronicle, July 4 
to 7, 1778, in the Poſtcript, ſays, “ the St. Lorean, Roſell, 
«. from Africa, with 500 flaves, is put into St. Domingo, 
« after burying 80 of them, who fell ſick all at once, and 
« died in two nights time.“ - Reader, if this be not enough, 
let us come nearer home. We have an inſtance in a trial at 
Guildhall, in 1781, where it was proved that 132 Africans 


in ſeeming good health, were handcuffed, and thrown over- 
board alive ! | | 


+ Mr. II. has wiſely judged in drawing a picture of 
wretchedneſs and miſery, to glide from the word maſter to 
ſteward, and then to overſeer, it is finiſhed in a maſterly 
manner, the diſtreſs need not be heightened—And if Pharash's 


* 


Plantations in the cities to which the people were tranſported, 


did not thrive, we may upon theſe ideas conclude with the 


utmoſt propriety, that the lives of many of them were not 
extended to a longer period, by the contract they made with 
Joſeph than what would have happened to them by ſubmitting 


to the famine. 
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In the ſixth and laſt « pertinent reflection,“ per- 


tinent indeed, as reſpecting the Slave Dealers, but 
quite the reverſe with regard to Joſeph, Mr. H. 
proceeds on a ſuppoſition, that ſome of his readers 
may deem his arguments equally infallible with the 
decrees of the Conclave, and patiently acquieſce 
with him, ſtep by ſtep, through the ſeries, without 
preſuming to inveſtigate whether they are tenable or 
not; he may poſſibly have depended upon their lay- 
ing aſide that “ feeble light of mere human reaſon, 
« and ſenſe, through which the preſent humane ad- 
« vocates for African liberty may view it.” But as 
one of thoſe who do not wiſh to give up that degree 
of reaſon, which the Almighty hath been pleaſed to 
beſtow, I am more inclined to ſtate the fact. Fi 


without referring to any period of time, or to any 


other people than Pharaoh, Joſeph, and the Egyp- 


tians; and from this ſimple ſtatement alone I truſt- 
it will ſtrike with conviction every unprejudiced 


mind, that Joſeph never had the leaſt concern in 
enſlaving his fellow-creatures, or in the practice of 
any thing ſimilar to the Slave Trade, throughout 
the whole tranſaction before us. 

The account which we have in ſcripture of Joſeph's 


inftrumentality in the preſervation of ſo many mil- 


lions of people from death is plainly this: 
Pharaoh, by the Providence of God, had been 
viſited with dreams, which troubled him, and when 
none of the Egyptians could ſolve them, Joſeph was 
brought before him; who, being favoured of God 


with a comprehenſion of their meaning, informed 


Pharaoh that God intended to bring ſeven years of 
plenty upon the land, which ſhould immediately be 
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ſucceeded by ſeven years of famine,Gen. xli. 25—2. 

Joſeph having interpreted the dreams proceeds in 

ver. 33—36, to apprize Pharaoh of the ſteps proper 

to be taken; he accordingly counſels him to appoint 
a perſon, with officers under him, over the whole 

realm, who ſhould take up a fifth part of the pro- 

duce of the land of Egypt during the ſeven years of 
plenty; Joſeph ſays nothing of buying the fifth part, 

but of taking it up; from whence it ſeems highly 

probable, that Pharaoh had a right to the fifth party, 

though perhaps not fixed by any poſitive law or 

declaration. The 35th verſe adviſes what is to be 
done with the food when gathered; it was to be kept 
in © the cities, to be for ſtore to the land, againſt 
the ſeven years famine.” - 

When Pharaoh, and his ſervants, had agreed that 
no man could be found ſo diſcreet and proper for this 
office as Joſeph, he was accordingly appointed ; we 
are then informed, ver. 46, 47, 48, That Joſeph 
went throughout all the Land of Egypt, © and 
« gathered up all the food of the ſeven years, which 
« were in Egypt, and laid up the food in the cities.“ 
And then, as if to preclude any idea of the food 
being in ſome few particular cities, it is added, The 
food of the field which was round every city, he laid up 
in the ſame.” From which we may underſtand, that 
the cities had food laid up in them m the years of 
plenty, from one end of the borders of Egypt, 

| | even 


$ By a kind of compenſatory valuation or modus as the 
eccleſiaſtical writers term it, i. e. a payment in licu of the 
fifth, part of the ſpecific produce; whereas now the king 


would take it in kind ; to make a ſure reſerve of food againſt 


the period when the days of dearth ſhould come. 


A 
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« eyen to the other end thereof.” In ver. 54—56, 
we are told of the beginning of the ſeven years 
famine, and of the conſequent diſtreſſes of the 
Egyptians ; and then, from this paſſage in the 41ſt 
chapter to the -13th verſe of the 47th, a long di- 
greſſion from the account of the Egyptians is intro- 
duced, to deſcribe the ſteps by. which the Iſraelites 
were brought into Egypt. This being related, the 
ſubject of the diſtreſs of Pharaoh's people is reſumed, 

and chap. 47, ver. 13 to 17, we are informed that 
in the -firſt years of their calamities, the Egyptians 
parted with their money and ſtock of cattle for food, 
and (ver. 18) that they had nothing left but their 
bodies, and their land: But when in this great diſtreſs 
they come to Joſeph, and plead for a further ſupply, 
ſaying in the words of the 19th verſe, © Buy us and 
our land for bread,” it is evident they do not offer 
themſelves for bond-men. Their words are not the 
words of perſons ſelling themſelves to be tranſported 
at Pharaoh's will and pleaſure, for they blend their 
future ſervice, jointly with the uſefulneſs of their own 
land, no leſs than three diſtin times in the ſame 19th 
verſe; I would therefore humbly ſubmit the follow- 
ing as a juſt paraphraſe of the 18th and 1gth verſes, 
as containing the natural ſentiments of ſubjects in 
diſtreſs, ſupplicating their ſovereign's deputy or 
prime miniſter:— We will not hide from my lord 
the greatneſs of our diltreſs, for we are ſo reduced 
that we can bring nothing to offer in exchange for 
food; our money, and our herds, being in the poſ- 
ſeſſion of my lord, and nothing left but our bodies 
and our land ; and if my lord hath not compaſſion 
upon us we muſt die, and the land will become deſolate. 
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Yet, wherefore ſhould' we die before thine eyes, and 
not we only but alſo eur land? Buy us and our land 
for bread ; and we and our land, in place of being 
dead and uſeleſs, will be ſervants to Pharaoh: We 
ſhall be bound in gratitude, and loyalty, for the 
preſervation; and both we, as dutiful ſubjects, and 
alſo our land (which would be Pharaoh's uſeleſs 
property by our death) will be ſerviceable to Pharaoh; 
give us ſeed, that we may live and not die; and 
that thus the land be not deſolate.” 

Leſt a paraphraſe like this, ſhould: appear to any 
of my readers as reſulting from an idea adopted 
without any foundation in ſcripture, and the rather 
becauſe Mr. H. is pleaſed to aſſert that the word 
ſervants here uſed means /laves; I ſhall beg to refer 
to one other portion of ſacred writ, where the ſubjefs 
of a ſovereign are expreſly called ſervants; and, what 
is ſtill more; the place referred to ſpeaks: of a heavy 
and grievous yoke ;, and yet I am perſuaded none 
who read it will ſuppoſe the perſons in queſtion to 


be faves, or menial ſervants; the paſſage I mean is 


1 Kings xii. 1—7, We are there informed of the 
diſaffection and complaint of Rehoboam's ſubjects, 
on account of his injurious conduct towards them; 
and upon Rehoboam's aſking advice of the od men 
who had ſtood before his father Solomon, they re- 
plied in theſe remarkable words: “If thou wilt be 
« a ſervant unto this people this day, and will ſerve 
% them, and anſwer them, and ſpeak good words to 
* them; then they will be THY SERVANTS FOR EVER.” 
Theſe words are ſurely much ſtronger than thoſe in 
Geneſis, and yet no impartial perſon can ever ſuppoſe 
them to have the leaſt reference to perſonal ſlavery ? 


But 


* 
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But the ſequel of the inſpired writer's account, as 
given Gen, xlvii. is ſufficiently expreſſive to convince 
us, that the Egyptians did mot in effect become 
flaves to Pharaoh; the 2oth verſe of that chapter, 
which informs us what became of Pharaoh's pro- 
perty in conſequence of the contract, ſays nothing 
of the Bodies of the Egyptians ; but affirms, by three 
expreſſions in the ſame ſhort ſentence, that it was 
the land which Jeſeph bought ; that it was the land or 
fields which the Egyptians ſold; and conſequently, 
that it was the land which became veſted in their 
Sovereign. The words are, © and Joſeph bought all 
« the land of Egypt for Pharoah; for the Egyptians 
« ſold every man his feld, becauſe the famine pre- 
<« vailed over them: ſo the land became Pharaoh's.” 

Joſeph's wiſdom in going himſelf. throughout all 
the land of Egypt, and laying up in every city, the 
food of the field, which was round the ſame, is 
clearly diſcoverable by his condu&t, as recorded in 
ver. 21, where we are told of the mode in which he 
diſpoſed of the people to receive the food provided 
for them: “ as for the people he removed them to 
« cities from one end of the borders of Egypt even to 
6 the other end thereof.” I muſt believe that Joſeph 
really needed no negro-drivers, to remove the peo- 
ple to the reſpective places in which their food was 
depoſited || nor do I apprehend there would be any 


Mr. H. has repreſented this paſſage, as if the Egyptians, 
like ſo many captives or convicts, were tranſported, to work 
in plantations. Surely they had no plantations in their cities 
to employ the labour of ſo many millions of people ; and as 
for the land, it was not in a ſtate of cultivation, for God 

himſelf had determined, for wiſe purpoſes, to deny it the 
genial influences of Heaven. 
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more trouble in this buſineſs, than in the billetting 
of an army when a camp is broke up; for as a year 
or two of the famine were yet to come, the order for 
their removal would be a joyful intimation, as indeed 


we learn from their own words, ver. 25. arſd they 


ſeem to have continued in the ſame ſentiments after 
having experienced ſo timely a ſupport ; therefore it 


evidently appears, from ver. 18 to 22, that it was 


the land alone, which became Pharaoh's, and that 
the portion of the Priefts only was excepted. 

In ver. 23. the inſpired hiſtorian ſpeaks of the laſt 
year of the famine, when ſeed was diſtributed both 
for preſent maintenance, and for ſowing the ground 


to ſupply a future crop *. 


The tranſaction of this laſt year of the famine 
between Joſeph and the Egyptians ſeems to have 
been ſimply this: Joſeph calls to their recollection 
the ſtrong expreſſions uſed by them in the time 
of their diſtreſs, and ſuggeſts, how he had engaged 
their fidelity towards their ſovereign, by the preſer- 
vation they had experienced, in order that he might 
with propriety ſay he had bought them for Pharaoh; 
but inſtead of purſuing the irkſome idea, and adding 
that their bodies were an article of commerce, that 
they were the ſlaves of Pharaoh, and that overſeers 
were to be placed over them, to whom he ſhould. 


* It cannot be ſuppoſed that Joſeph, at the moment he 
ſaid “ Lo, here is ſeed for you,” &c. diſtributed it himſelf 
to the millions of people who wanted it ; Mr. H. well knows, 
that the words in the original, Zo! feed or you” were a 
proper expreſſion, when pointing to the ſeed ; the officers 
under Joſeph had to diſtribute to the people, from one end of 
the borders of Egypt to the other cud thereof. : 


give 


631 
give ſuitable directions reſpecting the diſpoſal of their 
perſons, the allotment of their labour, &c. Joſeph 
treats them like a free people, as they before were, 
and ſtill continued to be; and when appealing to 
themſelves reſpecting his paſt conduct towards them, 
and urging them to continue in their loyalty to 
Pharaoh, he particularly ſtates the return they were 
to make (which was neither more nor leſs than the 
punctual payment of a fifth part of the increaſe, as a 
tribute for their deliverance.) + They anſwer him 
in the unreſerved language of gratitude with reſpect 
to Joſeph, and of power and freedom with reſpect 
to their own actions; and upon condition of the 
continuance of his favours they as free agents pro- 
miſe faithfulnefs to Pharaoh, ſaying (ver. 25) 
« Thou haſt ſaved our lives; let us find grace in 


« the ſight of my lord, and we will be Pharaoh's 
« ſervants. 


+ Joſeph knew from his own experience that there were 
8 who loſt to every ſentiment of humanity and re- 
igion, would enſlave their fellow - creatures; and probably 
thinking that ſome tyrant might make this deliverance a plea to 
enſlave his ſubjects, he ordained it as a fixed and eſtabliſhed 
law over the land of Egypt, that Pharoah ſhould have the 
fifth part of the annual increaſe, which was not more than our 
d-tax of four ſhillings in the pound. This precluded 
every pretence for any other return; and inſtead of the people 
being made bond-men to Pharoah, and the ſucceeding princes 
of Egypt, I conclude with the pſalmiſt, that by this very 
act, Joſeph bound the princes at his pleaſure, and taught their 
ſenators wiſdom, vide Pſ. cv. 22. And for above 500 years 
after the enacting of this law, we do not find any King 
of Egypt treating his ſubjeRs like flayes. The firſt who did 
ſo I believe was Cheops, ſucceeded alſo by his brother Cephrenus, 


both of whom were remarkable for their barbarous inhu- 
manity to their ſubjeQs. 
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Having examined the conduct of Joſeph, with 
regard to the particular tranſaction adduced by Mr. H. 
in which we have an evident proof againſt the law- 
fulneſs of the Slave Trade; I ſhall conclude this 
head, with reminding my reader of the poſition I 
ſtared when treating on the caſe of Abraham. In 
the hiſtory of Joſeph, and the ſojourning of the 
Iſraelites in Egypt, which God has been pleaſed to 
hand down to us, we diſcover his wonderful Provi- 
dence towards his peculiar people of old; © To 
« whom pertained the adoption and the glory.“ In 
thoſe days, and after that period * tbe covenants, 
« and the giving of the law, and the ſervice of God, 
« and the promiſes.” (Rom. ix. 4.) All of which 
ſerved as a ſchoolmaſter pointing to Chriſt. Now, 
ſuppoſing we had it on record that Joſeph had ſlaves 
under him, becauſe it had been proper, for the 
purpoſes of God towards the Jewiſh Nation, or that 
for the puniſhment of the Egyptians, they had been 
all enflaved, this could have been no precedent for 
us to enſlave our African brethren ; but this was not 
the caſe : the ſteps by which God was pleaſed to 
make Egypt an aſylum, or to uſe the words of a 
celebrated hiſtorian, ® © a cradle for his people,” 
were not by ſetting a tyrant over them in the perſon 
of Joſeph; but by railing him to dignity and power, 
and making him an inſtrument in his ſovereign hand 
to ſave the nation from periſhing by famine z the 
reception of ar and his family, in Egypt, and the 
placidity of the Egyptians towards the latter, for 
about ſixty- one years after Joſeph's death, prove 


this concluſion to be juſt, and at the ſame time 


. fhew 
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ſhew the grateful remembrance which they retained 
of Joſeph's ſervices; we read of no j alouſies of the 
Egyptians, nor any cruelty of their Prince againſt 
the ſojourning ſtrangers, until another king aroſe, 
who knew not Joſeph : Then, indeed, Egypt became a 
bouſe of bondage, until in due time the promiſes of 
God reſpeCting their return to the land of Canaan 
were fulfilled, by an interpoſition of wonderful 
events, and by ſome of the molt aſtoniſhing miracles 
that God ever wrought in favour of Iſrael, and of 

Liberty. | 
We come now to Mr. H.'s ſecond ſection, wherein 
the author is to demonſtrate that the Slave Trade is 
alſo conformable to the principles of the Moſaic 
Law. To effect which, he begins by ſtating © That 
« the Moſaic Law, called alſo the Written Law, and 
te the Moſaic Diſpenſation, ſucceeded the Law of 
% Nature: not, as if, by the publication of the former, 
« the latter had been totally abrogated, or ſuffered 
the leaſt relaxation in any of its laws, which are 
of perpetual obligation; but becauſe the Al- 
mighty willing to eſtabliſh a Covenant with his 
* choſen people, the Children of Iſrael, added to 
the former obligations, ſuch other ſtatutes, laws, 
and ceremonies, as were to diſtinguiſh them from 
« every other nation in the world.” Here he inad- 
vertently declares a truth, which proves to a demon- 
{tration that Engliſhmen can have no plea whatever 
for purchaſing their brethren : if the Moſaic Law 
was to diſtinguiſh the Iſraelites from every other 
Nation in the World, the directions given them 
how to act under particular Circumſtances cannot 
certainly be propoſed as a model for our imitation z 
F thus 
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thus the advocate for ſlavery ſo ftumbles at the 
threſhold, that it is almoſt unneceſſary to notice any 
further his argument on this head. Leſt, however, 
his Liverpool patrons F ſhould conceive him un- 
anſwerable, I ſhall offer a few remarks on the texts 
he refers to in this ſection, leaving the reader to de- 
termine whether, inſtead of eftabliſhing his aſſertion 
beyond the power of reply, he has not argued with a 
temerity beyond the wiſh of imitation. 

In page 38, he tells us from what part of the 
Moſaic Law he meant to deduce his arguments: 
1 judge it neceſſary to apprize the reader, that 
the arguments I mean to enforce in vindication of 
the Slave Trade, as confined to this ſecond period 
of true religion, ſhall be entirely grounded on 
ſuch written laws and principles of internal moral 
Ks 8 as conſtituted the true morality of that 
<« religion.” But when Mr. H. points to thoſe 
« yritten laws and principles of internal moral rec- 
titude which conſtituted the true morality of the 
« Moſaic diſpenſation” the friends of ſlavery having 
as great an averſion to the ſixth and eighth com- 
mandments as the Conclave have to the ſecond, he 
wiſely paſſes hem over unnoticed, and introduces, 
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In mentioning Mr. H.'s Liverpool patrons, it cannot 
be ſuppoſed that I include thoſe, who ſuperior to every con- 
ſideration of intereſt, ſupport the cauſe of Liberty, Juſtice, 
and Mercy, even in the mart of Slavery, Injuſtice, and 
Cruelty (vide Rev. ii. 13) ſuch perſons will experience in 


their own breaſts that ſatisfaction which praile cannot enhance 
nor envy leſſen. 


as 


„ 


as a Law, & the Fudgments given for the conduct of 
the Iſraelites in certain conditional caſes; and “ It is 
« ſingular enough” that Mr. H. having quoted 
Exod. xxi. 1, 4, ſhould ſay nothing reſpecting the 
16th verſe of this chapter, which declares that “ be 
« that flealeth a man, and ſelleth him, or ir nE BE 
& FOUND IN HIS HAND, hall ſurely be put to death,” 
but merely confines himſelf to the four firſt verſes; 
whereas thoſe who will examine the portion of ſcrip- 
ture in queſtion, and take the trouble to turn to the 
2d and 10th verſes of this chapter, and ver. 5 of 
chap. xxſi. will perceive that thoſe judgments were 
not given by God to the Iſraelites for the purpoſe of 
eſtabliſhing the lawfulneſs of purchaſing any brother, 
or one of their own perſuaſion—of taking a ſecond 
wife—and of putting a beaſt in another perſon's 
field, but only sf ſuch inftances happened, then 
thoſe declarations were the judgments of God re- 


ſpecting what ſteps were to be followed. At 
the cloſe of his arguments on Exod. xxi. 1—4, a 


$ "There may be no impropriety in uſing the word Law as 
ſynonimous to Judgment when applied to the obedience re- 
quired from the Iſraelites, if caſes occurred for the regula- 
tions laid down in the judgments above alluded to. But I 
imagine Mr. H. has inſerted the word Law to inſinuate that 
theſe judgments were a kind of general rule of moral actions 
preſcribed for our oblervance ; as fuch, I muſt object to them 
on the authority of ſcripture, except where they enforce the 
duties required by the decalogue; for when Moſes repeats 
the commandments of God to the people, as recorded in the 
5th chap. of Deut. ver. 22, he expreſly ſays, Thcſe words 
© the Lord ſpake unto all your atilembly in the Mount, out of 
the midſt of the fire of the cloud, and of the thick darkneſs, 
„with a great voice; and Ile added no more.” 


F2 : particular 
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'particular ſtreſs is laid on the hardſhips of the Hebrew 
ſervant, becauſe, when his ſix years ſervice were 
ended, his wife and children were not entitled to 
freedom as well as himſelf; as Mr. H. does not 
prapere this for “ the particular attention of every 
religious and humane advocate for African Liberty,” 
from motives of either religion or humanity, I ſhall 
only make this ſhort remark, namely, that I do not 
think an Hebrew bond-woman, who had ſerved 
but two or three years, had a claim to be releaſed 
merely becauſe her huſband's time was expired. Yet 
Mr. H.'s comment vpon this judgement declares it 
a ſeparation between huſband and wife, &c. “ for 
% ever.” To prove this, it would have been neceſ- 
ſary to ſhew that Hebrew bond-women were not to 
enjoy freedom at the expiration of fix years ſervice, 
but as this would have been too palpable a perver- 
ſion, when in the very words quoted, we are taught 
that if a man and his wife came together, their period 
of ſervice alſo ended, and they went out together 
Mr. H. therefore ſeems to have uſed the words 
& for ever” as leſs expoſed to detection: I muſt, 
however, obſerve that a real ſeparation between the 
neareſt and deareſt connections in life, with which 
the Slave Trade is conſtantly attended, are not over- 
looked by the friends of the abolition of that in- 
human traffick. 

I ſhall now with deference ſtate it as my opinion 
on this paſſage, that the purchaſe here mentioned 1s 
that of an Hebrew, from thoſe heathens into whoſe 
hands he might have fallen; for in Judges, and in 
moſt of the other books of the Old Teſtament, we 
find that when the Iſraelites baren the living e 

an 


8 
and bowed down to idols, the work of men's hands, God 
is alſo ſaid to forſake them, and ſell them into the 
hands of their enemies; namely, by fuffering them 
to be overcome and led captive; and although God 
never utterly forſook his people, yet for their 7dolatry, 
and other vices, he very frequently puniſhed them in 
that manner; and under ſuch circumſtances what. 
can be more equitable than the above humane dt- 
rections? The purchaſer is encouraged to redeem a 
brother upon the conſideration of ſix years ſervitude, 
and the captive who would otherwiſe in all proba- 
bility have continued in perpetual bondage,. is thus 
reſtored to his kindred and the commonwealth of 
Iſrael, on the above terms. From the judgements 
now in queſtion we ſee the avaricious purchaſer, by 
the reſtrictions of a ſtated time, is deterred from 
keeping his brother in long bondage; and left the 
captives thus redeemed ſhould fall into the hands of 

inhuman maſters, the cruel are further reſtrained 
by the ſtipulation of the immediate freedom of their 
ſervants, on acts of inhumanity, ver. 26, 27; and 
the preſumptuous and murderous are reſtrained 
from guilt by the denunciation of death; thus, ſo 
far from eſtabliſhing Slavery and Oppreſſion, this 
paſſage of ſcripture militates againſt both, in the 
cleareſt manner; and yet, as if blinded by his pre- 
judices in favour of ſlavery, Mr. H. even ſeems to 
triumph (page 39) in ſuppoſing that the Almighty 
had acknowledged the Lawfulneſs of Slavery in the 
above paſſage; nay, he catches, as it were, at the 
imalleſt twig of hope in an expiring caule ; for, 


the 


Seven years is not thought unreaſonable in this kingdom 
for the attainment of a Proſeſſion- Why then ſhould fix 
years for the acquirement of Liberty ? 


223 


1 „ 
that God ſhould permit it *“ 4 /ingle moment,” is to 
him perfectly ſatisfactory. 

When Satan preſumed to tempt our Bleſſed Saviour, 
we are told that He even quoted Scripture; nor does 
his mode ſeem forgot by thoſe who wifh to deceive, 
for in the account given us by Matthew, the tempter, 
inſtead of repeating the whole paſſage from the 9 iſt 
pfalm, left out a material part of the quotation ; in 
like manner when it is undertaken, on the pretended 
authority or ſanction of Scripture, to defend any 
cuſtom or practice ſo diametrically oppoſite to the 
Laws of God, as the African Slave Trade certainly 
is, we may be ſure that ſome ſcriptures are wreſted, 
and others diſingenuouſly concealed, I am juſtified 
in this remark, not only from Mr. H.'s paſſing over 
unnoticed, Exod. xx1. 16. xxiii. 9. Lev. xxiv. 17, 
21, 22. but allo from the appearance of candour 
which he aſſumes when introducing the next portion 
of Scripture, Lev. xxv. 44, 46. I ſaid appearance, 
for I preſume he muſt be conſcious that the verſes 
laſt ſelected evidently relate to a practice permitted 
to the Iſraelites only, and for a certain term, and are 
no more applicable to the Slave Trade than other 
texts of Scripture e would juſtify Great-Britain in 
exterminating the inhabitants of any country ſhe 
could overcome; but the Iſraelites were expreſly and 
repeatedly told why theſe judgements were to be exe- 
cuted on the Canaanites , not for the eſtabliſhing 
this permiſſion as a new moral precept, in addition 
to the written Law, which was enacted for the general 
government of mankind, but for the puniſhment of 


the 


* See particularly Num. xxxiii. 5o—55. Deut. vii. 1, 2, 16. 
Deut. xx. 16, 17. Joſhua vi. 21.—vi1l. 1, 2. 


p See Levy. xviii. 25— XxX. 23. Deut. ix. 5. 
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the idolatrous inhabitants of Paleſtine, as foretold by 
Noah, in that prophetic ſentence reſpecting the de- 
{cendarits of Canaan, © Curſed be Canaan, a ſervant of 
ſervants ſhall be be unto his brethren.” * The permiſ- 
ſion therefore granted the Iſraelites, or commands 
to execute particular judgements on a people whoſe 
crimes were abominable in the ſight of God, were 
lawful to the Iſraelites as far as God then permitted 
or commanded them, but without ſuch permiſſion or 
commands, would have been a breach of the Moral 
Law; and it is undeniable that whatever 1s contrary 
to the moral written Law, and militates againſt the 
general doctrines of Scripture, cannot be, intrinſically 
lawful. And I defire no other authority in ſupport 
of this idea, than that of our Lord and Maſter, 
who, on another ſubject, the queſtion of a man 
putting away his wife, when the Jews aſked him 
« Why did Moſes then command to give a writing of 
“ divorcement and to put her away?” He anſwered 
them, © Moſes, becauſe of the hardneſs of your 
<« Hearts, ſuffered you to put away your wives: bur 
« from the beginning it was not ſe.” Can any thing 
be clearer than this deciſion, which proves to a de- 
monſtration (as I obſerved before) that under the 
Moſaic œconomy, God for particular reaſons, then 
exiſting, permitted ſome acts which it would be 
highly criminal in us to imitate, and the enſlaving 
of our brethren is undoubtedly one of them, not- 
withſtanding Mr. H.'s very poſitive aſſertion to the 
contrary.— I ſhal} now appeal to the reader to con- 
ſult his own breaſt on the peruſal of Mr. Hs inie- 

| rence 


4 Gen. ix. 25. Mat. xix. 7. 
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;rence, page 43, where he boldly declares, that if 
the Slave Trade is not a juſt and honeſt purſuit, the 
Almighty muſt have forgot himſelf, —For my own 
part, I conſider this inference of Mr. H.'s (to uſe 
his own words) as © one of the moſt daring blaſphe- 
« mies that the human heart can conceive.” 

I now proceed to conſider the next caſe, which is 
that of Joſhua, and the Gibeonites; Here Mr. H. 
has ſelected all the gth chapter of Joſhua, except 
the 1ſt and 2d verſes, perhaps he thought the omiſ- 
fion of theſe, with his obſervation at the bottom of 
page 48, might lead ſome to ſuppoſe that the only 
reaſon which induced the five Kings of the A morites 
to join their forces together, was to invade the new 
acquiſition of the children of Iſrael, namely, the vaſt 
number of Gibeonites who (Mr. H. ſays) were made 


flaves by Joſhua *. In his elucidation of this chapter 
a he 


* Mr. H. has repreſented the battle between the five Kings 
ol the Amorites and Joſhua, a conteſt for the perſons of the 
Gibeonites, and that the Almighty gave Joſhua the victory 
in approbation of his conduct in enſlaving them (though 
without any command from God,) and to ſecure to the 
Iſraelites this “ property of flaves. — His words, page 49, are 
« The exertions of his divine power for ſecuring is his people this 
* new acquired Property of ſlaves were ſo wonderfully great, that 
«©: be even fought 1N PERSON againſt the invaders.” I have 
already quoted ſcripture which expreſly acquaints us of 
another reaſon why God gave this, and other repeated victories, 
to his people over the Canaanites ; his interpoſition was evi- 
dent in this conqueſt, But though I firmly believe the won- 
derful miracle in the deſtruction of the Amorites, for their 
fins, recorded by the inſpired writer in theſe words, „ the 
Lord caſt down great ſtones from Heaven upon them unto 
« Azekah, and they died: they were more which died with 
« hailſtones, than they v-hom the children of Iſrael flew with 

the 
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he tells us that the Gibeonites made a league and 


& this national treaty, they became in every ſenſe 


4 of the word free allies, and friends to the children 


* of Iſrael, Notwithſtanding which, when their 
ſtratagem was diſcovered, they were all conſigned 
by Joſhua to perpetual ſlavery; though they had 
every claim, by virtue of the recent treaty they 
had fo ſolemnly concluded with him and his peo- 
ple to all the privileges and franchiſes of tree 
4 allies.” 

Here again we have arguments of the fame 
complex1on, and equal to any of his former; for 
on a candid peruſal of this and the following chap- 
ters, we ſhall find that the Gibeonites well knew the 
Genunciations which hung over their heads, and 
therefore, when they come to Joſhua they ſay we 
are thy ſervants,” (ver. 8) and again (ver. 9) 
from a very far country thy ſervants are come, 


La 
* 


4 


4 


„ becauſe of the name of the Lord thy God; for 


« we have heard of the fame of him, and all that he 
« did in Egypt;” and again (v. 11) “ wherefore 


« our elders; and all the inhabitants of our country, 


the journey and go to meet them, and ſay unto 


« theſword.” Yet to me Mr. H.'s expreſſion, noted by 
italics, „ in Perſon” conveys too local an idea of the omni- 
preſent God for a Proteſtant to admit of But it may ſuit 
thoſe who dare to have pictures and ſimilitudes invented and 
made of the Ancient of Days, the inviſible Jehovah. 


G « them 


& treaty of peace with Jofhua; and by virtue of 


ſpake to us, ſaying, take victuals with you for | 


* 
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* them, we are your ſervants +, therefore now make 
a league with us” In conſequence of their re- 
queſt we find (ver. 15) * that Joſhua made peace 
« with them, and made a league with them to let 
e them live: and the princes of the congregation 
e ſware unto them;” and had they come from a 
far country as they pretended, he was authoriſed of 
God (Deut. xx. 10, 11) to enter into a league ad- 
mitting them as tributaries. But when Joſhua was 
undeceived, and found out who they were, I deny 
that he broke the treaty ; they were amply ſecured in 
what they ſtipulated for, and appeared to be per- 
fectly ſatisfied and grateful, when Joſhua declared 
that the ſervile office of hewing wood and drawing 
water for the altar and the congregation, ſhould be 
their appointed lot; and it was happy for the Gi- 
beonites that Joſhua, and the princes of Iſrael, re- 
garded the ſacredneſs of an oath, having no ſuch 
principles as thoſe in latter times, who maintain that 


Faith is not to be kept with Hereticks ꝓ; for if they 
had 


7 Here I ſhall juſt remind the reader of Mr. H. 's ver- 
ſality of argument, when the Egyptians in their diſtreſſes 
ſue for ſupport to preſerve life, and offer themſelves for 
Pharaoh's ſervants, Mr. H. without heſitation, inſtantly 
converts them into ſo many millions of ſlaves. But when 
the Gibeonites, conſcious of their impending deſtruftion, ſue 
to Joſhua to Jet them live, acknowledging themſelves his 
| ſervants, Mr. H. as inſtantaneouſly makes them free allies and 
| friends to the Iſraelites. 


t A famous and highly eſteemed infallible decretmal of Pope 
Gregory IX. declares «+ Ee it known to all who are under 

the juriſdiction of thoſe who have openly fallen into hereſy, 
„that they are free ſrom the debt (or obligation) of fidelrty, 
„ domimian, and every kind of obedience to them, by whatever 
means or bond they are tied to them, and how ſecurely 
„ foever they may be bound.” — Greg. IX. decret. lib, 5. 
tit. 7. Cap, 16, 
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had I have no doubt but that the command of God 
for their deſtruction would have been executed, either 
by an immediate death, or by making ſuch flaves of 
them as European avarice makes of our unfortunate 
African brethren, but to which the bondage of the 
Gibeonites does not appear to have the leaſt affinity 
for, from the tenth chapter of the book of joſhua, 
we may. diſcover, that the Gibeonites were not all 
conſigned to a perpetual ſlavery like that which our 
African Brethren experience, who are treated as on 
a level with the brute creation, and in which point 
of view Mr. H. wiſhes the Gibeonites to be held, 
but whoſe ſubjection was leſs degrading ; they ex- 
perienced the protection of tributaries notwithitand- 
ing their ſervile lot, for when the five kings of the 
Amorites encamped before Gibeon, they ſent unto 
Joſhua to Gilgal, ſaying, „Slack not thy hands 
« from thy ſervants, came up to us quickly, &c. for 
all the kings of the Amorites are gathered together 
e againſt us.” Joſhua came to their ſuccour, and 
they experienced ſafety under his protection; and 
what is very remarkable the Gibeonites exiſted as a 
people upwards of 400 years after this, for in 
2 Sam. xxi. we read that there was three years famine 
in the land; and when David enquired of the Lord 
the cauſe of this affliction, he was anſwered, it was {or 
Saul and for his bloody houſe, becauſe he flew the 
Gibeonites. Therefore the king called the Gibconites 
and aſked what he ſhould do for them to make an 
atonement, they anſwered, let ſeven men of Saul's 
ſons be delivered unto us, and we will hang them up 
unto the Lord inGibeah of Saul; which requeſt David 
complied with, and they ſuffered accordingly. 

„ — 
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T ſhall now leave the reader to determine whether 
the condition of the Gibeonites has the leaſt relation 
to, or can fanction the African Slave Trade; for my 
part I think the evidence produced is clear againſt 
it; for if the blood of the Gibeonites cried unto the 


Lord, fo that /even ſons of the murderous king muſt - 


be executed to make an atonement, and this not- 
withſtanding the declaration made by Moſes reſpect- 
ing their deſtruction, before the entrance of the 
Iſraelites into the land of Canaan, what ſhall we 
think of the blood of thouſands and ten thouſands of 
our African brethren, who have been deſtroyed in 
the moſt cruel manner ? but more particularly, what 
ſhall we think of a man who pretends to be a diſ- 
ciple of the Prince of Peace, and yet will boldly 
ſtand forth as a champion to ſupport ſuch enormous 


cruelties? Drawing inferences which he himſelf calls 


blaſphemous, and yet neceſſary, it the Slave Trade 
has not the divine approbation of the Supreme Ruler 
of the Univerſe, who he declares “ diſplayed to the 
« world the moſt extraordinary exertions of his 
„ Omnipotence, and diſturbed the very courſe of 
<* nature in favour of the inherent moral licitneſs of 
« the Slave Trade.“ This impious doctrine does 
Mr. H. endeavour to impoſe on his readers at the 
concluſion of his caſe of Joſhua*s tranſaction with 
the Gibeonites. * | . 

In pages go and 51, Mr. H. has introduced the 
idea of the emancipation of thoſe now in ſlavery, 
which is a diſtinct conſideration from the abolition 
of the African Slave Trade, though that ſubject is 
not at Preent under public inveſtigation, yet I will 


| juſt 
| * Scrip. Res. page 49, 50. 
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Juſt refer to a text or two during the period of the 
Moſaic diſpenſation on the emancipation of ſlaves : 
The words are thoſe of God by bis prophet, re- 
proving his peculiar and choſen people, and rejecting 
their moſt ſolemn ſervice of faſting and humiliation, 
while they continued in the wicked practice of keep- 
ing their brethren in bondage. He ſays, © Is not 
* this the faſt that I have choſen ? to looſe the bands 
* of wickedneſs, to undo the heavy burdens, and to 
e let the oppreſſed go free, and that ye break every 
« yoke ?” Ia. lvili. 6. | 

When the ſame prophet acquaints the Jews of the 
cauſe of their calamities, he ſays, The Lord's 
« hand is not ſhortened, that it cannot ſave ; neither 
his car heavy, that it cannot hear. But your ini- 
4 quitics have ſeparated between you and your God, 
« and your fins have hid his face from you, that he 
e will not hear. For your hands are defiled with 
% blood.” Iſa. lix. 1—3. 

While I agrez with Mr. H. that fix years ſervitude 
1s not the ſcripture terms of emancipation, I contend 
that theſe texts prove ſlavery 5 to be abſolutely un- 
lawful in the ſight of God for any period of time. 

There only remains in Mr. H.'s ſecond ſection for 
our obſervation, an aſſertion in page 51, intended, as 
1 ſuppoſe, for the comfort of dealers in Slaves, where 
he ſays, that the diſmiſſion of Hagar and Iſhmael 

| was 


$ When I contend againſt the lawſulneſs of ſlavery, I 
mean involuntary unmerited ſlavery. A man who has for- 
feited his liberty by his crimes, carries our ideas to a diffe- 
rent ſubject from tae African Slave Trade. 


237 


F 
; 
j 
| 
| 
T 


— S- 
— 
— 

* 


— — — 


— 


1 —— — 


o — ——— — 


| 
| 
| 


A * 
— —V— — 
— — eee. aliens _ 


(- 49-) 


was © very bad,” in the eyes of Abraham“; from 


which they may imagine that Abraham was not 
grieved as ſcripture (expreſſes it from natural affec- 
tion, and was as void of the feelings of humanity as 
they are. A ſoothing falve to the confciences of 
thoſe who may have any ſcruples in receiving Mr. H.'s 
Indulgentia Plenaria, for the oppreſſion, robbery, and 
zurder ef their African brethren, when the Demon 
avarice impels them to the abominable practice. 
We come now to the third ſection of the Scriptural 
Reſcarches, concerning the Licitneſs of Slavery, by 
the Chriſtian Diſpenſation. 
And can the Chriſtian diſpenſation, that glorious 
ſyſtem of univerſal benevolence, furniſh proofs of the 
intrinſic licitneſs of violence, oppreſſion, and murder ? 


Surely 


* Abraham was grieved, but it was through affection, as 


may be ſeen from his own prayers to God, and the anſwer 
given him. Gen. Xvii. 18—20. xxi- Iagl3. 


+ When Mr. H. appeals to the New Teſtament to ſanction 
the intrinſic morality of his principles, he exhibits for the 
worl.l a ſpecimen of thofe qualifications neceſſary to the 
teachers of doctrines, which the ambition or cruelty of the 
church oi Rome may dictate. The black deeds in Mary's 
reign may ſhine with a peculiar luſtre by the aſſiſtance of his 
pen, as intrinfically lawful, “ when attended with circumſtances 
« mot altogether confermable to the feelings of humanity.” None 
oi his pious predeceilors could be better qualified, to prove to 
thoſe who row bear the character of ſtrict loyalty to our 
government, that they are bound by ſtronger tics to another 
potentate, whoſe ſpiritual juriſdiction over them, is now 
acknowlelged by Britiſh Laws. He could prove that alle- 
giance licit, from the law of nature, the Moſaic diſpenſation, 
and the Chriſtian religion, and from authorities ſurpaſſing 


all theſe, even from infallible decretals which could not 
poſſibly be erroncous, Sce a ſpecimen, page 42, the note. 


— — —_ 
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Surely not! for when tidings of great joy were 
announced to the ſhepherds at the birth of the 
Prince of Peace, the heavenly hymn of the angelic 
hoſt, at the concluſion of their wonderful meſſage, 
was, „Glory to God in the Higheſt, and on Earth 
e peace, GOOD WILL TOWARDS MEN.” Our gracious 
Lord confirmed the welcome truth, and in every 
part of his conduct manifeſted his philanthropy, 
teaching us that he came not to deſtroy men's lives, 
but to ſave them, leaving us an example that 
we ſhould follow his ſteps. The beloved diſciple 
St, John having received the Spirit of Chriſt, and 
imbibed the benevolent principle of brotherly love, 
declares that thoſe who want that principle, belong 
to the grand enemy of mankind. His words are 
(1 John i. 10, 11) „In this the children of God 
are manifeſt, and the children of the Devil; who- 
& ſoever docth not righteouſneſs is ot of God, neither 
« he that /oucth not his Brother; for this is the mel- 
„ ſage that ye heard from the beginning, that we 
& ſhould love one another.” But ſuch texts as theſe, 
(with which the New Teſtament abounds,) do not 
ſuit Mr. H. and he endeavours artfully to divert us 
from them. 

Having in No. II. of his ſecond ſect ion, declared 
that the arguments he meant to enforce, ſhould be 
grounded on ſuch written laws and principles of 
internal moral rectitude as conſtituted the true mora- 
lity of the Moſaic diſpenſation, in No. II. of this 
third ſection, page 53, he ſays, © The principles 
ce and moral duties of perpetual obligation reſpect- 
ing rigbt and wrong, juſtice and injuſtice, regiſtered 
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4 in this Sacred Volume (i. e. the New Teſtament) 


« being evidently dictated by the Holy Seikrr of 
« God, and God himſelf cannot conſiſtently with 
© the eſſential infallibility of his eternal wifdom bear 
the leaſt oppoſition to the principles and moral 
* duties of perpetual obligation, &c. regiſtered in 
«< the Old Teſtament.” 

F muſt here beg leave to remind the reader of the 
five cafes from which Mr. H. proves the licitneſs of 
the Slave Trade, by ſtating the circumſtances under 
which he has repreſented them; to me they appear 
replete with humanity, uncharitableneſs, avarice, 
cruelty, and perjury. 

InnumaniTY, where Hagar, Abram's wife, when 
with child, was treated “ with circumſtances not 
« altogether conformable to the feelings of humanity,” 
even with ſo much ſeverity, that the Almighty was 
pleaſed to declare that he had heard her affliction. 

UNcHARITABLENESS, © that Joſeph ſhould take 
% advantage of the extreme indigence of his fellow- 


c creatures, when able to relieve them, in order to 
* reduce them to the condition of ſlaves. * 


Avarice, That the Hebrews might deal in the 
human fleſh of their brethren, and reduce them to 
the condition of ſlaves in the ftrifteft ſenſe of the word, 
for the term of ſix years. * 

CrveLTY, That the Hebrews, with reſpe& to 
the ſtrangers that ſojourned among them, were under 
as « injuntions from God to proſecute the traffic of 

dealing 


* Serip. Res, p. 2. Page z. Page 39. 


* 
covered to find ſome apparent ſanction therein for 
the practice of the Slave Trade, but failing in his 
wiſhes, he has had recourſe to interpretations of 
Scripture, which I am perſuaded no unprejudiced 
reader of the Word of God would ever have adopted. 

I ſhuuld have proceeded immediately to the two 
caſes ſelected from the New Teſtament, without 
thinking it neceſſary to combat what Mr. H. advances 
from its real filence (as he calls it) reſpecting the 
licitneſs of the Slave Trade; but my duty to the 
gracious Saviour of Mankind will not allow me to 
paſs over the wicked falſchood Mr. H. has advanced, 
page 59, where ſpeaking of Chriſt, he aſſerts, that 
He never once condemned, reproved, or even 
<« hinted the leaſt diſapprobation of the practice of 
Slavery, ſo generally adopted in his time: no, 
e not even in his Divine Sermon on the Mount.” 
But let it be remembered, that in that Divine Sermon 
is the golden maxim, which, in the moſt direct 
terms, condemns the practice of ſlavery : «© There- 
« fore all things, whatſoever ye would that men 
« ſhould do to you, do ye even ſo to them: for this 
« is the Law and the Prophets.” However, as we 
ſhall have to conſider theſe words again, I ſhall reſt 
ſatisfied with having diſproved Mr. H.'s words, laſt 
quoted, by the bare inſertion of this text here. Some 
readers, perhaps, whoſe minds are callous, may not 
diſcover even one hint againſt their favourite purſuit 
in the whole of the ſermon on the Mount, becauſe hat 
purſuit has baniſhed from their breaſts thoſe prin- 
ciples which are neceſſary for the reception of the 
goſpel; but the religious reader will diſcover many : 
the words of Chriſt (Matt. v. 7) © Bleſſed are the 
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i © merciful for they ſhall obtain mercy,” is a ſtrong 


hint to the chriſtian, that all thoſe concerned in the 
practice of the Slave Trade, ſhall not obtain mercy, 


if repentance does not take place before they appear 
in the preſence of that Judge, who will render to 


_every man according to his deeds. 


We come now to Mr. H.'s firſt inſtance of the 
licitneſs of the Slave Trade from the New Teſta- 
ment, ' which he affects to believe is in the firſt epiſtle 
to Timothy chap. vi. ver. 1—4; he ſays, © Among 
<« the ſeveral inſtructions given in this epiſtle by St. 
% Paul to his beloved diſciple Timothy, for the 
% government of the church at Epheſus, of which 
« he was biſhop, there are ſome concerning the 
* general duties of that part of his lock, who were 
under the yoke of bondage or ſlavery.” Now it 
is ſtrange reaſoning to contend that the inſtructions 
which Timothy was to give ſervants under the yoke 
to ſubmit patiently to the injuries they might be ſub- 
jected to, or to bear contentedly the hardſhips atten- 
dant upon their ſtations, ſhould be ſo poſitive a proof 
of the licitneſs of ſuch injuries. But as he has falſt- 


\ fied the words of Chriſt, it is no wonder he ſhould 


pet vert thoſe of the apoſtle; the words he quotes 
are Let as many ſervants as are under the yoke 
« count their own maſters worthy of all honour 
& that the name of God and his doctrine be not 
« blaſphemed. And they that have believing maſters 
let them not deſpiſe them becauſe they are brethren, 
ce but rather do them ſervice, becauſe they are faith- 
„ ful and beloved partakers of the benefit. Theſe 
„ things teach and exhort.“ But do theſe precepts 


prove 


* 


* 


p Scrip. Res. page 61, 


( 49 ) 
& dealing in human fleſh, without any reſtrictions 
* whatever. ? 

PER JURVY, When Joſhua concludes a treaty of 
peace and friendſhip with the Gibeonites, by which 
they become friends and allies in every ſenſe of the 
word (according to Mr. H. 's interpretation) notwith- 
ſtanding which Joſhua breaks the treaty confirmed 
by an oath, and conſigus the Gibeonites, with their 
innocent poſterity, to perpetual ſlavery. * 

Theſe five caſes, offered in proof of the intrinſic 
licitneſs of the Slave Trade, claiming the confirma- 
tion of the Chriſtian doctrine, muſt have aſtoniſhed 
many, who on the peruſal of Mr. H.'s tract would 
be apt to aſk, What could induce a Rev. Divine, 
who pretends to know the ſcripture, and would wiſh 
to be eſteemed a Teacher of the Chriſtian Religion, 
to proſtitute his pen and talents in the wretched 
defence of Slavery? His profeſſions of impartiality 
in mahy places aſſume an appearance, as if the 
Scriptural Reſearch:s were undertaken for the dif- 
covery of truth; but his own words, in the adver- 


* 


+ How unjuſt againſt the planters of Barbadoes muſt the 
following chuſe of the 329th act of the laws of that Iſland 
appear to Mr, H. If any man ſhall of wantonneſs, or 
« only of bloody mindedneſs, or cruel intention, willfully 
« kill a negro of his own, he ſhall pay into the public 
« treaſury fifteen pounds ſterling,” What a pity Mr. H. 
was not preſent at the enacting of this uwyuſt reſtriclien, pre- 
venting people following their natural propenſity. He could 
have proved, ** beyond the power of repiy. that one of the 
Moſaic Laws for perpetual obligation was, to have no re- 
ſtrictions at all in this “ ancient commercial purſuit.“ 


Y Scrin. Res. p. 42. * Page 48. 
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tiſement, at the end of his tract, lead us to ſuppoſe 
that another motive urged him to the buſineſs, for 
he ſays, that he engaped to vindicate the licitneſs 
of the Slave Trade, from the ſacred writings of 
e the Word of God.” To accompliſh this en- 
gagement, it was neceſſary for him to falſify the 
records of truth, and traduce their Divine Author : 
The former he has repeatedly done, and particularly, 
when he declares the New Teſtament ſanctions the 
Slave Trade, attended with the five caſes juſt related, 
and which I ſtated in all the deformity Mr. H. had 
drawn them to my hand, to evince their perfect con- 
traſt to that ſacred volume to which we appeal, The 
latter, wherever there has been an opportunity, and 
in no part more evidently, than in his third fection, 
where he inſinuates, that the texts he has ſelected, as 
poſitive laws, proving the licitneſs of the Slave Trade, 
are alluded to, and confirmed to be of perpetual 
obligation by theſe words of Jeſus Chrilt to his diſ- 
ciples : «Think not that I am come to deſtroy the 
« Law or the prophets: I am not come to deſtroy 
% but to fulfil.” > The ſame defamation of our 
Saviour's words, continued in page 60, muſt wound 
the feelings of every true Chriſtian, 

At page 57 Mr. H. ſays, That there is nothing 
ein the writings of the New Teſtament that can be 
« produced in juſtification of the Slave Trade, has 


been confidently aſſerted by many.” This aſſer- 


tion I ſtill maintain, and, I hope with conviction of 
its truth, to the ſincere chriſtian. It acquires an ad- 
ditional weight from the anxiety Mr. H. has diſ- 


covered 


2 Scrip. Res. P. 55, 56. 


„ 

licitneſs of the Slave Trade from the New Teſta- 
ment, is taken out of St. Paul's cpiſtl- to Philemon. 
In page 66, Mr. H. pretends to believe the argu- 
ments he had before advanced, and as an introduction 
to this caſe, ſays, I will confirm the doktrine he bas 
&« enforced in the third ſefion.” I think it my duty 
here to remind the reader that Mr. H. confirms the 
charge I made againſt him of falſifying ſcripture to 
ſquare with his principles, which will appear very 
evident by comparing St. Paul's epiſtle and Mr. H.'s 
together. The quotation includes verſes 8—21, 
in all which there is not the leaſt ſanction for the in- 
ferences Mr. H. has drawn: © the conſequences very 
ce naturally flowing from his arguments,” ariſe from 
the words Mr. H. has thought neceſſary to add to 
this epiſtle, or ſubſtitute in place of the apoſtle's ſen- 
timents; probably he was not without hopes that 
ſome of his friends would believe his doctrine, and 
receive it as a faithful interpretation of the Greek, 
including a tranſlation of the moſt material part of 
this epiſtle; for in his laboured arguments on this 
portion of ſcripture, be informs us, That St. Paul 
being inſtructed by Chriſt himſelf reſpecting every 
part of a Chriſtian's duty, had been taught by his 
Divine Maſter that the Slave Trade was agreeable to 
the ſpirit of his religion, © and that he was to enforce 
the laws ſupporting that trade whenever opportunities 
offered, and therefore, in the matter between Phile- 
mon and Oneſimus, had Paul acted in the plenitude 
of his apoſtolic commiſſion, he would have peremp- 


torily enjoined Philemon to receive his fugitive ſlave 


into 


© Scrip, Res. P. 70, 71. 
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38 
into his houſe and ſervice. F But Paul declining to 
' Exerciſe his apoſtolic commiſſion in giving a direct 
order, through friendſhip to Philemon, urged, other 
reaſons for the re-admiſlion of his ſlave, even this 
very © powerful inducement,” namely, that Oneſimus, 
who had been a © bad ſervant” would make amends 
for his paſt negligence by his future diligence ; that 
on this conſideration, St. Paul was inclined to keep 
him for his own ſervice, provided Philemon ſhould 
make a free and voluntary gift of ſo valuable a part 
of his property, „* without which he would never 
« attempt to deprive him of his flave.” | To draw 
| ſtill 


- 


$ Page 67. Here St. Paul is repreſented as an enforcer 
of an act of Dominica, paſled in 1774, under whoſe ſanction 
a free man, Mr. Lagarite was ſeverely puniſhed for having 
manumitted his own flave. Mr. Lagarite croſſed the Atlantic 
in ſearch of juſtice in 1778. But being out of town when 
he returned, I was informed by the late Ignatius Sancho, that 
Ar. Lagarite was diſappointed. 


| Mr. H. in his ſecond edition, complains againſt his 
opponents for having charged him with forgery and interpolaticn 
on this caſe; at page 169 he ſays, * The words of St. 
« Paul's epiltle to Philemon are given in the Reſearches pure 
« and genuine, without either ſyllable or letter being interps!a- 
© fed or falſified.” Again in page 171, he appeals to the 
very letter of ſcripture for confirmation of the truth of his 
alfertion, faying—* Does not the letter expreſsly ſay, that 
« Oneſimus, prior to his ſuppoſed application to St. Paul, 
«© which is not mentioned in the letter, was a fave to 
« Philemon? Does not the Apoſtle acknowledge to Phile- 
« mon, before his requeſt in favour of Oneſimus was granted, 
% that Oneſimus was certainly his aue?“ Here he contends 
twice that the /e/ter calls Oneſimus a fave, an appellation 
for a bond-fervant not found in the whole epiſtle, nor indeed 
in any text of the bible that I can recollect. My reaſons for 
| objecting 


1 
prove the lawfulneſs of that evil which calls forth 
the exerciſe of the Chriſtian virtues here taught ? 
Mr. H. has wiſhed his readers not to view his argu- 
ments through the“ ſcanty lizht of mere human reaſon 
* and ſenſe,” and with great propriety, for it is certain, 
that a very ſcanty portion of reaſon is ſufficient to 
de through the tallacy of his poſitions, particularly 
thoſe drawn from the New Teſtament. But the pal- 
pable abſurdity of his inferences may be ſeen by St. 
Paul's words to the Romans, where he ſays, Let. 
* every ſoul be ſubject unto the higher powers. 
For there is no power but of God: the powers 
& that be, are ordained of God. Whoſoever there- 
fore reliſteth the power, reſiſteth the ordinance 
% of God: and they that reſiſt, ſhall receive to them- 
e ſelves damnation.” © Thoſe to whom the apoſtle 
addreſſed theſe words, were Beloved of God, called 
4 to be ſaints.” And yet, they were under a 
tyrant, the brutal Nero; will Mr. H. by the ſame 
mode of perverſion, draw the inference that Nero's 
conduct was lawful ? 

The apoſtle St. Peter has urged the doctrine of 
fubmiſſion to injuries, after the example of our Re- 
deemer, in ſuch ſtrong terms, ſo applicable to St. 
Paul's words above, and ſo clearly to the point of 
ſuffering unjuſt treatment, that I ſhall inſert them at 
length. : 9235 
% Servants be ſubject to your maſters, with all 
fear, not only to the good and gentle, but alſo to 
the froward. For this is thank-worthy, if a man 
<« for conſcience toward God endure grief, ſuffering 
& wrongfully. For what glory is it if when ye be 


buffeted 


cc 


44 


cc 


© Rom, X1ll. 1, 2. 
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* buffered for your faults ye ſhall take it patiently ? 
but if when ye do well, and ſuffer for it, ye take 
« jt patiently, this is acceptable with God. For 
even hereunto were ye called: becauſe Chriſt alſo 
&« ſuffered for us, leaving us an example that ye 
o ſhould follow his ſteps. Who did no fin, neither 
& was guile found in his mouth: Who when he was 
« reviled, reviled not again; when he ſuffered, he 
e threatened not; but committed himſelf to him 
e that judgeth righteouſly.“ 1 Pet. ii. 18—23. 

To cloſe my remarks on this firſt caſe of Mr. H.'s 
poſitive ſanction to Slavery from the New Teſtament, 
I muſt obſerve that if he really believed that ſuch an 
enormity of wickedneſs exiſted in the days of the 
apoltles as our African Slave Trade, and provided 
he was acquainted with the principles and doctrines 
of Chriſtianity, he might have diſcovered a con- 
demnation of the practice of Slavery, in the firſt 
chapter of this epiſtle to Timothy, ver. 5, here. it 
is ſaid, Now the end of the commandment | is charity, 
e out of a pure heart, and of à geod conſcience, and 
of faith unfeigned.“ 

If theſe words do not convey to Mr. H. the 
doctrine of univerſal benevolence, to which the Afri- 
ean Slave Trade is a compleat contraſt, 1 muſt pre- 
ſume that he has ſeen a few verſes forward in plain 
terms a reprobation of the iniquirous traffic. How 
ought he to be aſhamed of his undertaking, when in 
the gth and 1oth verſes, his friends are claſſed with 
the moſt abominable tranſgreſſ ors of the laws of 
God ? © 

The ſecond of Mr. H.'s polyve proofs of the 


licitneſs 
4 | Tim. 1. 9, 10. 


( 


ſtill a ſtronger ſimilitude to the Dealers in Slaves, 
Paul is repreſented as entertaining ideas of Phile- 
mon's cruel diſpoſition, and an apprehenſion of the 
ſevere treatment Oneſimus would receive, and which 
(Mr. H. ſays) Paul acknowledged juſt to inflict 
upon him; he adds, „ and leſt Philemon ſhould 
e inſiſt on Oneſimus making due ſatisfaction for 
having defrauded him of his time, or other pro- 
„ perty, and ſhould on that account e him with 
s ſeverity, the apoſtle engages to make him full 
<« reparation, and becomes reſponſible for the whole: 
* which is a manifeſt acknowledgement of Philemon's 
% right, as the lawful maſter of Oneſimus, to ixflict 
* due puniſhment on his ſlave.” 5 

To Mr. H.'s interpolations on this caſe, I reply, 
that ſince St. Paul never was taught by his divine 
Maſter the lawfulneſs of the Slave Trade, and that 
it was no part of his apoſtolic commiſſion to 
order a maſter to re- admit his fugitive ſlave; that 


therefore St. Paul could not write to Philemon de- 


objecting to the term is ſtated before in the note page 9. 
I hall here add, that, when words apparently ſynonimous are 
attended with ideas different from each other, a diſtinction 
ſhould be made, and that word adopted which applies to the 


ſubject in queſtion : the word bond- ſervant in many parts of 


ſcripture is more conſonant to our ideas of a ſervant 
bound by indentures or agreement for a certain time, at the 
will of a maſter in all his lawful and juſt commands, than 


to the cafe of a criminal who has forfeited his liberty and 


ſentenced to puniſhment, or to the condition of our African 
brethren, who experience the ſame treatment : To them, the 
term faves, as allo the ideas generally annexed, are ſtrictly 
applicable. . | 
£ Scrip. Res. page 6g. 
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claring the lawfulneſs of ſlavery, or to re-admit 
.Onefimus as his ſlave, without a manifeſt breach of 


his apoſtolic commiſſion, and acting contrary to his 
Chriſtian principles. 

But leaving Mr. H.'s epiſtle, let us come to St. 
Paul's own words, which inform us clearly in what 
{ſtuation Philemon was to receive Oneſimus. The 
apoltle exprelsly ſays, „ nor not as a ſervant, but 
above a ſervant, a brother beloved.” Theſe words 
alone are ſufficient to convince us that Oneſimus was 
not to be received as a fave, but as a reſpected 
brother, and we have evidence from hiſtory that 
Oneſimus was a miniſter of the church, and might 


Juſtly be elteemed a brother, a partner, and fellow- 


labourer with Paul and Philemon, which exemplifies 
St. Paul's words when addreſſing Philemon for 
Oneſimus, he ſays, (ver. 13.) „whom J would have 
„ retained with me, that in thy ſtead,” not ſurely 
as a ſlave, for Paul could not expect that office 
from Philemon, but he could expect even of Philemon 
the kind offices, which, in his ftead, Ongſimus was 
capable of diſcharging.) The Apoſtle writes dif-. 
tintly, © That in thy flead he might have miniſtered 
% unto me in the bonds of the goſpel.” Paul having 
ſaid in verſe 16, Oneſimus was to be received not as 
a ſervant, but above a ſervant, a brother beloved, he 
adds in the 17th verſe, If thou count me a partner, 
receive him,” Hew ? as a ſlave ? No—the apoſtle 
ſays, © receive him as myſelf,” St. Paul writes of 
Oneſimus, in his epiſtle to the Coloſſians, from Rome, 
as a perſon joined with Tychicus in an eccleſiaſtical 
commiſſion (chap. iv. 9—9.) „They ſhall make 
* known unto you all things which are done m_ 
- The 


1 
The learned biſhop Fell confirms the above, who 
informs us from the authority of the ancients, that 
this Oneſimus ſucceeded Timothy in the biſhoprick 
of Epheſus. And (what may have greater weight 
with Mr. H. than the words of fcripture) the great 
archbiſhop Uſher makes expreſs mention of Onefimus 
in the biſhoprick of Epheſus, from the authority 
both of Fuſebius and Ignatius“. 

To conclude on this epiſtle to Philemon, and not 
to leave unnoticed ſome few expreſſions in the verſes 
wreſted by Mr. H. to favour ſlavery, I ſhall make a 
quotation from the work of a worthy and indeſatiga- 
ble advocate for the juſt rights of men, who 
obſerves, that. Though the apoſtle declared, 
indeed, to Philemon the maſter (ver. 14.) without 
thy mind would I do nithing, &c. yet this by no 
means proves the right of the maſter, but only that 
the apoſtle, in love and courteſy to Philemen, 
deſired that he benefpt which he required of him 
« ſhould not be as it were of neceſſity but willingly, 
(ver 14.) for the apoſtle's right Þ to have retained 
« Oneſimus even without the maſter's conſent, is ſuffi- 
„ ciently implied in a preceeding verſe (ver. 8.) 
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* See his little tract, De Epiſcoporum et Metropolitanorum 
origine, p. 9. ed. Lond. 1687. 


“ The juſt limitation of ſlavery in the laws of God,” 
by Mr. Granville Sharp, p. 36, 37, appendix. 


+ Deut. xxin. 16, 17. « Thou ſhalt ut deliver unto his 
% maſter, the ſervant which is eſcaped from his maſter unto 
„ thee, he ſhall dwell with thee, cven among you in the 


« place which he ſhall chooſe in one of thy gates where it 
« hketh i beſt: thou ſhalt not oppreſs him.” Jee Ha wor. C 


; I 2 &« though, 


ba 


( 60 ) 
though I might be much bold in Chriſt, to join, 
« thee, that which is convenient. Yet (ſaid the 
cc apoſtle) for love's ſake, I rather beſeech, Ec. And 
« a further reaſon for his not commanding is alſo 
declared, viz. that he depended on the willing 
e obedience of Philemon. Having confidence (ſaid 
he) in thy obedience I wrote unto thee, knowing that 
thou wilt do alſo more than I ſay, And yet what 
he really did ſay, or require in behalf of Onęſimus, 
« was as ſtrong a recommendation to favour and 
« ſuperior kindneſs as could be expreſſed. He requi- 
red him to receive Onefmus, not as a ſervant, but 
above a ſervant, as a brother beloved, and there- 
de fore it is a ſtrange perverſion of the apoſtle's 
e meaning to cite this epiſtle, in favour of ſlavery, 
„ when the whole tenor of it is in behalf of 

« Oneſimus.“ * | 
I! he laſt text quoted in the Scriptural Reſearches, 
vhich comes under our conſideration, is Matt. vii. 12. 
« All things whatſoever ye would that men ſhould 
« do to you, do ye even fo to them, for this is the 
& law and the prophets.” Here, I muſt beg the 
indulgence of the religious reader, who may think it 
unneceſſary to ſay any thing on theſe words; the bene- 
volent purpoſe of this leſſon to mankind, to cultivate 
univerſal * goodwill” towards each other being ſo 
evident; and who, when the Slave-Trade is preſen- 
ted to his view, and pretences are made of its being 
ſanctioned by (cripture, particularly, the New Teſta- 
ment, will exclaim in the words of the apoſtle Paul 


& What fellowſhip bath righteouſneſs with unrighteouſ- 
0 * neſs ? 
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* Juſt Limitation of Slavery, page 33, 34. 
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© me}? What communion hath light with darkneſs ? 
* And what concord hath CHRIST with BrLiar?” — 
Yet, I truſt, the chriſtian will excuſe my entering at 
greater length into Mr. H.'s arguments on this text, 
when he corifiders, that J have before me in thoſe 
arguments, one of the moſt diſgraceful perverſions 
of ſcripture that ever appeared before the public. 
Mr. Harris begins by ſtating what he preſumes 
the advocates for the juſt rights of their African 
bretbren will urge, in application of the text, 
ſaying, ** Whatſoever things therefore we would 
« not, that men ſhould do unto us, we are not even 
s ſo to do to them; but no perſon whatever would 
« certainly with, that a fellow-creature ſhould reduce 
« him to the condition of a ſlave; therefore no per- 
e ſon whatever is to reduce a tellow-creature to that 
& condition,” After this ſtatement Mr. H. adds, 
«* Here again | muſt cbſerve, that no one can 
« juſtly tax me with any partiality to the cauſe” I 
have eſpouſed: I have, I think, worded the argu- 
« ment againſt it in terms as forcible, as The moſt 
„ zealous advocate for African Liberty, could uſe.” 
Having the honour of being one of the advocates for 
African Liberty, Mr. H. by his curious arguments 
on this ſtatement, has furniſhed me with a hint of 
the propriety of adding a few words to his own, in 
drawing the above inference, and therefore I ſtate 
the argument thus: Whatſoever things therefore 
« we would not, that men ſhould do unto us,” our 
wiſhes being conſiſtent with the principles laid Aw by 
the Law and the Prophets, — —* we are not even ſo to 
« do to others“ in ke circumſtances, by acting contrary 
to their juſt wiſh:s, but no perſon whatever would 
„certainly 
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certainly wiſh, that a fellow-creature ſhould reduce 
«.him to the condition of a ſlave ;” and this wiſh 
being ſtrictly juſt, when a man has not forfeited bis 
liberty, „I herefore no perſon whatever is to re- 
« duce ſuch a fellow- creature involuntarily and un- 
* meritcd to that condition,” becauſe that att would 


rejeft a juſt and reaſonable wiſh, and alſo tranſgreſs the 
precepts of both the Law and the Prophets. \| 


This view of the text I truſt is ſufficient to over- 


turn the quibbles and ſophiſtry with which Mr. H. 
introduces the legal ſubjection in ſocieties, and argues 


I have thought neceſſary to expreſs in words, what I 
ſuppoſe is generally underſtood by the above precept of 
Chriſt, that it applies to thoſe wiſhes and actions only, which 
are conſiſtent with the laws of God. Mr. H. wreſting this 
ſeripture to ſhew that a maſter has a right to the fervice of 
his flave, becauſe 1t may be probable that if the ſlave was to 
exchange places with his maſter he would in that ſituation 
be as unjuſt in his wiſhes and deſires as his late maſter, is a 
pitiful argument. — What ſhould we think of the highway- 
man's argument, who, in the act of robbery, ſhould addreſs 
the honeſt traveller, and tell him, that ſince it was undeniable 
that if they were to exchange ſituation, he would wiſh to be 
permitted to rob without meeting any reſiſtance, and as there 
was a precept t2 de as we wiuld be done by, he was in duty 
bound to ſubmit patiently to be robbed, particularly, (to 
uſe Mr. H.'s words in the parallel caſe, page 73, of 
Sorip. Res.) ſince „ every chriſtian is commanded fo to 
*« behave to his neighbour, in whatever ſituation or circum- 

ſtances in life Providence may have placed them both, juſt 
« as he would wiſh his neighbour would behave to him in 
« his fituation, were his neighbour's ſituation and circum- 
„ {tances his own.“? Probably he would be under the 
neceſſity of employing the fame inſtruments of death in car- 
rying his point as the Slave Dealers in ſubjugating their 
African brethren to bear the yoke of bondage, 
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on his own ſtatement of the text in queſtion. But 
there is one ſtrong inſinuation which I muſt not paſs 
unnoticed, namely, the infinuation that if his argu- 
ments are not concluſive, then this text ought to be 
expunged or ſtand for nothing; but, as if aſhamed 
of advancing this himſelf, he endeavours to place 
it on the art of logic, for he ſays, page 72, It is 
„ an ax1om in logic that an argument that proves too 
% much proves nothing: the above is uſt ſuch a one.“ 
Part of this aſſertion, when the text is applied to the 
ſubject of the Slave Trade, is certainly true, for it 
proves t much” the benevolent principles of 
Chriſtianity, for all the defenders of cruelty, opprel- 
ſion and injuſtice, with all their art, to be able to 
paliate the iniquitous practice of the Slave Trade; 
but that it “ proves nothing” mult be rejected as an 
impious aſſertion againſt the words of our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt, who on another occaſion, in anfwer to a 
queſtion of the phariſces, inculcated the benevolence 
taught in the golden maxim, by a rule and meaſure 
of brotherly love incompatible with the principles 
and practice of Slavery: Our bleſſed Saviour's 
words are perfectly conſonant to the laſt text, and 
are an applicable concluſion on Mr. H.'s third ſection, 
confirming our opinion, that the Slave Trade 1s 


abſolutely contrary to every law and diſpenſation of. 


a God of mercy, The duties of perpetual obligation 
at every period of time, being invariably this, grate- 

ful filial love to God, and love to man, upon which 
two duties inſeparably connected “ together, are 
founded all the doctrines taught us by the Law and the 


- 


; Prophets. 


1 John iv. 20, 21. 
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Prophets. Our Saviour's own words are Thou 
& ſhalt love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, 
« and with all thy ſoul, and with all thy mind. This 
js the firſt and great commandment, and the 
„ ſecond is like unto it, THOU SHALT LOVE THY. 
© NEIGHBOUR AS THYSELF. On theſe two command- 
«© ments hang all the Law and the Propbets.“ 

Having now diſproved every argument offered by 
Mr. H. in defence of the Slave Trade, his corollaries 
ceaſe of courſe; any remarks on them would there- 
fore be ſuperfluous, And I truſt the time draws 
nigh, when every advocate for this abominable 
traffic, will be convinced that their attempts to 
juſtify the practice, have only expoſed its deformity, 
and aſſiſted the cauſe of Freedom. Their laſt re- 
ſource is the imaginary impolicy of its abolition, and 
the pretended loſs to the planters z ideas which are 
demonſtrated to be founded in error“; but were it 
otherwiſe, I ſhould ſtill contend, that whandrex ideas 
of policy may ſway thoſe who confine their happi- 
neſs to the accumulation of wealth, regardleſs of the 
proſperity, glory, and ſtrength of this nation. Britons 
who acknowledge the exiſtence of a juſt God, and 
who ſolemnly addreſs him in public prayers to 
« ſhew pity upon all priſoners and captives, the 
« deſolate and oppreſſed, and to have mercy upon all 
men,“ cannot eſteem it true policy that a Britiſh 
Legiſlature ſhould refuſe extending that mercy and 
pity now 1mplored, and continue to ſanction the moſt 


o Matt. xxii. 37, 38, 39, 40. 


* See the Rev. Mir. Clarkſon's excellent ellay on the im- 
policy of the Slave Trade. 
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cruel murders tyranny can invent in the conſumption. 


offended us. + Ie wet 


Our guilt as a nation has certainly been great, 
not only becauſe we boaſt of our humanity, enjoy 
the bleſſings, and glory in the privileges of Civil 
Liberty ; but, eſpecially, becauſe our emancipation 
from the ſhackles of Popery, ſpread the volume: of 
wiſdom univerſally through this favoured Ifle ; fo 


. that none can juſtly plead ignorance of the truth, 
except the blinded followers of thoſe teachers whoſe 
intereſt it is to miſlead and artfully prevail upon the 
people to be ignorant of the revelations of God, by 
receiving for doctrines the traditions of men . 


Sa” Proteſtants 


+ The ſenators of Britain will no doubt conſider the high 
powers veſted in their hands, even the lives of their fellow 
creatures; and ſeriouſly reflect, whether their continuing a 
legal ſanction to the African Slave Trade, is not attended 
with a mockery of the Lord of Hoſts, at the repetition of the 
above prayers. God's denunciations againſt the king of Judah, 
by his prophet Jeremiah, muſt convince them of the juſtice, 
and enormous wickedneſs, of extorting labour without hire, 
and at the ſame time remind them, that no rank, however 
exalted, can eſcape his juſtice. « Woe unto him that 
« buildeth his houſe by unrighteouſneſs, and his, chambers 
« by wrong; that uſeth his neighbour's ſervice without 
« wages, and giveth him not for his work.—Put thine 
eyes and thine heart are not but for thy covetouſneſs, and 


for to ſhed innocent blood, and for oppreſſion and for vio- 
« lence to do it.“ Jer. xxii. 13, 17. 


+ Should this tract be peruſed by any Catholic laymen of 
Mr. H.'s acquaintance, 1 muſt beg they will believe, 'that I 
have no enmity againſt them, being perſonally acquainted 
with many worthy characters of their perſuaſion ; and though 
I do not intend entering into a contention with Mr, H. on 
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Proteſtants cannot plead this excuſe, becauſe the laws 
of the Creator of the Univerſe reſpecting cruelty, op- 
preflion, and murder, are open to their inveſtigation. 

The abominable wickedneſs of the African Slave 
Trade was not in general known till lately. 1f we 
ſuppoſe this ſome palliation of our paſt guilt, and 
to have hitherto ſuſpended the juſt retribution of a 
merciful judge, that excuſe can no longer be urged 


with regard to our future conduct. For though at 


*< the time of this ignorance God winked at; but 
* now commandeth all men every where to repent : 
«« Becauſe he hath appointed a day, in the which he 
« will judge the world in righteouſneſs.” » That 
awful day may not be the firſt retribution expe- 
rienced by thoſe who ſtill go on degrading *© the 
« offspring of that God who hath made of one blood all 
% nations of men for ta dwell on all the face of the 


the ſubje of his religious tenets, yet Popery being fo con- 
genial with his defence of ſlavery, its prepoſterous doctrines 
naturally occurred to my mind while on the ſubject. I ſhall 


add one hint more as a matter of cyrioſity to thoſe who 


attend Mr. H.'s inſtructions, that they may diſcover the in- 
genuity and great ability of their teacher in explaining theſe 
words of the apoſtle Paul to 'Timothy, « Now the Spirit 
% ſpeaketh expreſsly, that in the latter times ſome ſhall de- 
«« part from the faith, giving heed to ſeducing ſpirits, and 
« doctrines of devils; ſpeaking lies in hypocriſy, having 
« their conſcience ſeared with a hot iron ; ferbiddin to mar 

«« and commanding to abſtain e's meats, which God hat 

«« created to be received with thankſgiving of them which 
believe and know the truth.” 1 Tim. iv. i—3. Mr. H. 
no doubt, will convince his implicit hearers, beyond the 


power of cavil or reply, that the above words were delivered, 


43 à clcar propheſy of the Proteflant Hereſy. 


» Acts xvii. 30—31. 
| « earth, 


3 
gart,“ and who, no power on earth have a 
right to enſlave. | 


The poet ſeemed to dread a return of evil for 
ſuch crimes, when he ſaid, 


Why muſt I Africk's ſable children fee, 
Vended for ſlaves, tho' form'd by nature free, 
The nameleſs tortures cruel minds invent, 
Thoſe to fubject, whom nature equal meant? 
If theſe you dare, altho' unjuſt ſucceſs _ 
Impow'rs you now, uppuniſh'd to oppreſs ; 
Revolving empire you and yours may doom, 
Rome all ſubdu'd, yet Vandals vanquiſh'd Rome: 
Yes, empire may revolye give them the day 
And blood may blood and yoke may yoke repay. 
Savage on Public Spirit. 
To avert ſo dreadful a calamity to us or our off- 
ſpring, true policy ſhould attend to the warning of 
Hirh who ruleth in heaven and among the inhabitants of 
the earth. When his favoured people of old were 
guilty of the horrid crimes of oppreſſion, the prophet 
Amos thus addreſſed them: Hear this, O ye that 
« ſwallow up the needy, even to make the poor of 
« the land to fail, ſaying when will the new moon 
« be gone, that we may ſell corn? and the ſabbath 
„that we may ſet forth wheat, making the ephah 
« ſmall, and the ſhekel great, and falſifying the 
« balances by deceit ? That we may buy the poor for 
« filver, and the needy for @ pair of ſhoes; yea, and | 
« ſell the refuſe of the wheat? The Lord hath 
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% ſworn by the excellency of Jacob, ſurely I will 
e never forget any of their works. Shall not the 


« land tremble for thts, and every one mourn that 
& dwelleth therein?” When ſuch warnings were 
rejected, the juſt retribution of God overtook the 
unrepenting tranſgreſſors, for thus ſpake the Lord 
by the mouth of his prophet Ezekiel: The people 
« of the land have uſed oppreſſion, and exerciſed rob- 
&« bery, and have vexed the poor and needy ; yea, 

THEY HAVE OPPPRESSED THE STRANGER WRONG- 
FULLY. Therefore have I poured out mine in- 
dignation upon them, I have conſumed them with 
the fire of my wrath : their own way have I re- 
compenſed upon their heads, ſaith the Lord 
3 

I ſhall now bobelüde with a portion of ſcripture 
well deſerving attention at this important criſis, when 
the cauſe of Juſtice, of Humanity, and of Religion, 
is about to be determined ; when millions of op- 
preſſed Africans are the ſuitors, and a Britiſh Senate 
is the tribunal. A tribunal, which, Itruſt,will rejoice in 
ſo glorious an opportunity of ſpreading the bleſſings 
of civil and religious liberty, while they obey the 
commands of the Lord of Hoſts. 
c THus SAITH JEHOVAH, EXECUTE YE JUDGE-' 
MENT AND RIGHTEOUSNESS, AND DELIVER -THE 
SPOILED OUT OF THE HAND OF THE OPPRESSOR : 
© AND DO NO WRONG, DO NO VIOLENCE, TO THE 
© STRANGER, THE FATHERLESS, NOR THE WIDOW, 
*© NEITHER SHED INNOCENT BLOOD.” Jer. xxii. 3. 
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Amos viii. 4—8, compare Num. xxxv. 31, 33. 
- Ezek, *xXit, 29, 31. 
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APPENDIX. 


HE author of the Scriptural Reſearches, in the 
ſecond edition of his pamphlet, has added a 
fourth ſection, entitled, “ Scriptural Directions for 
« the proper treatment of flaves, enforced by fome ex- 
&« emplary puniſhments inflifted on unnatural maſters by ' | 
„divine vindictive juſtice,” 3 

This ſection ſeems to have been compoſed with a 
view to force ſome text which condemn the principles 
of the Slave Trade and make them appear, as if 
declared for the regulation of the practice. A ſhort 
obſervation on one text will elucidate this marter, 
and be ſufficient on this ſection. 

In page 98, Mr. H. has quoted theſe words, If 
© a ſtranger ſojourn with thee in your land, ye ſball 
e not vex him; but the ſtranger that dwelleth with you, 
« ſhall be as one born among ft yu; and thou ſbalt love 
« him as thyſelf,” (Lev. xix. 33, 34). Upon theſe 
words I appeal to every Engliſhman, and aſk, can 
any regulations be - conecived poſſible, whereby 
Europeans can enſlave- the natives of Africa, and 
« not vex them? O highly favoured Britons, ſons _ 
of freedom,emancipated from the ſhackles of tyranny . 
by the providence and mercies of the Almighty, do 
you treat the African ſtranger © as one born amongſt 
„you, while he ſuffers as the worſt of malefactors, 
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without a crime alledged againſt him? or can we as 
a nation, lay any claim to the appellation of Chri/- 
tians, while we are ſo far from Loving the African 


« ſtrangers as ourſelves,” that their lives are ſacrificed 
to ſupply luxuries to the wealthy, and riches to the 


- avaricious ? 


I ſhall not enter upon any other of Mr. H.'s 
« Direfions for the proper treatment of Slaves,” for as 
I truſt to have proved the unlawfulneſs of the Slave 
Trade in the foregoing Refutation of every argument 
urged by this boaſted champion of Slavery (this 
Goliath of the Liverpool Slave Dealers) it would 
therefore be incongruous that I ſhould contend upon 
the mode of carrying on this unlawful traffic, for 


which there is not ſo much as one direction in the 


whole Bible. Hence it is, that it was impoſſible for 
Mr. H. to draw any inference from his fourth 
ſcction, in defence of the African Slave Trade, ex- 
cept what has error for its baſis, and conſequently 
muſt be void of truth: which is preciſely the cafe 
of his general corollary on this ſection. 

After the fourth ſection Mr. H. has added a 
Review of the publications which reply to his Tract, 
and in which, agreeable to promiſe in his advertiſe- 
ment, of avoiding perſonal reſentment, &c. he has 
given us a ſpecimen of his Decency” of language, 
when he ſtiles his opponents, be veteran ſcoffers — 
ſupercilious trinmviri—the buſtling, carping miniſter of 
St. Job's,” &c. The inveſtigation of his Review 
will be £ properer ſubject for one of thoſe gentle- 
men than for me, as there is nothing adduced in 
favour of ſlavery, One thing, however, I muſt 
obſerve, that as Mr. H. in his ſecond edition ſeems 

ta 
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to deny that he urged the conduct of the patriarchs, 
&c. having bond-ſervants, as a ſanction for chriſtians 
to purſue the Slave Trade, and blames his opponents 
for having made ſuch a charge againſt him, it may 
be expected, after his pretended explanation, that I 
ſhould give ſome reaſons in this Appendix, why I 


ſtill perſiſt in that charge. The truth is, I can diſ- 
cover no elucidation in his laſt work; on the con- 
trary, he has ſo contradicted himſelf, that I ſhould 
loſe more time in reconciling the firſt and ſecond 
edition of the Scriptural Reſearches with each other, 
than Mr. H.'s cobler loſt in finding his ſpectacles, 
which were on his noſe, * 


A ſpecimen of Mr. H.'s inconſiſtency I ſhall heas 
give the reader, being faithfully extracted from his 
tracts. | 


Section III. No. II. page 
52, firſt edition, or p. 
48 ſecond edition, Mr. 
H.'s words are: 

« The principal tranſ- 
actions relative to this 


Review, 
No. XI. page 130, 
Mr, H.'s words are: 


t It is unqueſtionably 
true that ſeveral things, not 


new Law are regiſtered 
in the ſeveral inſpired 
writings, that compoſe 
the ſacred volume com- 
monly ſtyled the New 
Teſtament. The prin- 
ciples and moral duties 
of perpetual obligation 


reſpecting right and wrong, 


only 'of typical but moral 
tendency, were permitted 
and even commanded in the 
Old Law, which are no 
longer ſo under the Chrif- 
tian Diſpenſation, but are 
even forbidden to the pro- 
Heſſors of the goſpel : and 


therefore, to conclude 


* See Mr. H's elegant anecdote, page 145, Scrip, Res, 


ſecond edition, 
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juſtice and injuſtice, regiſ- from ſuch permiſſion or 


tered in this ſacred vo- 
lume, being evidently 
dictated by the Holy Spirit 
of God, and God him- 


ſelf cannot conſiſtently 


with the eſſential infalli- 
bility of his eternal wil- 
dom, bear the leaſt op- 
Poſition to the principles 
and moral duties of perpe- 
tual obligation, reſpecting 
in like manner right and 
wrong, juſtice and injuſtice, 
dictated by the ſame in- 
fallible Spirit, and re- 


giſtered in the ſeveral in- 


ſpired writings, that com- 
poſe the ſacred volume, 
commonly ſtiled the Old 
Teſtament, comprehend- 
ing ſuch tranſactions as 
relate to both the natural 
and the Moſaic Laws. 
Were it poſſible fo be 
otherwiſe, God would not 
be conſiſtent with himſelf, 
and the religion of the 
New Teſtament, inſtead 
of being the perfection and 
accompliſnment, would 
be the reproach and con- 
demnation of both the 


former laws, natural and 


Moſaic, on the truth of 


which its very exiſtence 
depends.“ 


injunction, that whatever 
was once permitted or en- 
joined to the profeſſors of 
the natural and Moſaic 


Laws, is equally permitted 


and enjoined to Chriſtians, 


would be an abſurd, ax 


impious inference, diame- 
trically oppoſite to the 
principles of Chriſtianity. 
But it is equally unqueſ- 
tionable from the conſtant 


tenour of the ſacred wri- 


tings, that there were 
ſeveral things, ſome com- 
manded, and others ſim- 
ply lawful, without any 
poſitive injunction, to the 
profeſſors of both the 
former laws which are 
equally commanded and 
equally lawful to the pro- 
feſſors of the Goſpel; not 
merely becauſe they were 
commanded or permitted 
to the former, but becauſe 
the things themfelves were 
intrinſically and in their 
nature juſt and lawful, and 
have been either confirm- 
ed a-new, or never abro- 
gated by the Chriſtian 
law.” Rs 
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In the ſecond column above, we find Mr. H.'s 
art when he argues the lawfulneſs of the-Slave Trade 
from the example of characters under the Law of 
Nature and Moſaic diſpenſation having bond-ſer- 
vants, he ſays, * Not merely becauſe they were com- 
% handed or were permitted to the former, but becauſe 
« the things themſelves were intrinſically and in their 
« nature juſt and lawful” Should we upon this 
evaſive anſwer require Mr. H.'s proof of the intrinſic 
lawfulneſs of the Slave Trade, his only reply is found 
in the preceding quotation, by leaving out the words 
not merely, and ſaying © Becauſe they were commanded 
« or were permitted to the former,“ &c. 

Mr. H. in No. XII. of his Review has exempli- 
fied this mode of arguing, when attempting a ſtill 
further explanation of this ſubject: I ſhall inſert it at 
length, in its regular ſucceſſion, though dividing it 
into four paragraphs, as this number ſeems to exhibit 
Mr. H. in a regular combat with himſelf. 

Firſt, Aſſerting the licitneſs of the Slave Trade. 

Secondly, Denying the force of all the proofs urged 
from examples in the Old Teſtament. 

Thirdly, Maintaining that the Slave Trade having 
been expreſsly declared licit by God the Father in 
the Old Law, it was impoſſible that God the Son, 
or his diſciples, ſhould declare the unlawfulneſs of 
ſlavery. | 

Laſtiy, Arguing, that notwithſtanding this evident 
invariableneſs of the intrinſic licitneſs of the Slave 
Trade, yet there is no concluſion ever drawn in the 
Scriptural Reſearches that the proſecution of it is 
therefore lawful to Chriſtians, 
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Mr. H.'s words, page 131, 132, are 

Pro. © The Scripturat Reſearches conclude the 
intrinſic licitneſs of the Slave Trade, or that it is 
eſſentially juſt in its nature, from the ſame being prac- 
ticed by Abraham, Joſeph, and the children of Iſrael, 
under the pofitive ſanFion and apprebation of God, 
atteſted by many expreſs and poſitive declarations 
of his Written Word.” 

Con. Hut it is utterly falſe, that they conclude, 
that the ſame is lauful to Chriſtians, merely becauſe it 
was lawful to them; for, as it 1s evident from ſeveral 
practices of the Old Law, a thing may be intrinſically 
licit in its nature, and lawful to ſome perſons to 
practiſe it, and yet the ſame may not be lawful to 
others, notwithſtanding its intrinſic licitneſs. There 
is no part of the Scripture Reſearches where any 
ſuch inference is drawn.” 


Pero. They conclude indeed; That, ſince 
neither the Son of God, being himſelf God, nor his 
diſciples commiſſioned to teach his doctrine, could 
ever alter the intrinſic nature of right and wrong; 
once the practice of flavery, or the Slave Trade, had 
been expreſsly declared by the Father eſſentially juſt and 
lawful in the Sacred Writings of the Old Law, which 
the Son did not come to deſtroy but to fulfil, it was 
abſolutely impoſſible, that either he or his diſciples 
ſhould declare it unlawful and unjuſt in the writings 
of the new, the principles of both the laws, reſpecting 
the intrinſic nature of right and wrong, juſtice and 
injuſtice, being invariably the ſame.” 

Con. © But even from this evident is 
of the intrinſic licitneſs of the Slave Trade, there ts 
no concluft ton ever drawn in the Scriptural Reſearches, 
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that the proſecution of it is therefore lawful to Chriſtians, 
but only from the proſecution itſelt not only, not 
having been abrogated, but being expreſsly confirmed 
and ratified by the politive ſanction of divine autho- 
rity in the Sacred Records of the New Law.” * 

At page 183, &c. of the Review, Mr. H. has 
groſsly miſrepreſented (by applying to our African 
Slaves) the latter part of the prophetic ſentence pro- 
nounced by Noah, * Curſed be Canaan, a ſervant of 
« ſervants ſhall he be unto his brethren. —Ged Hall 
« enlarge Fapheth, &c. and Canaan ſhall be bis ſer- 
& vant.” On which Mr. H. ſays, Purſuing this 
« branch of traffic in that particular region, pre- 
« ferable to any other, is not without a good foun- 
« dation, ſince no trace is found in the Sacred 
« Writings, that the .deſcendants of Japheth ever 
before aſſerted their unqueſtionable prerogative, or 
« enjoyed the fruits of that bereditary legacy, which 
« was left to them in their Father's name.” 

The only remarks I think neceſſary to be made 
are, 1ſt, That the negroes bought by the Europeans 
are not deſcendants of Canaan; and 2dly, That 
the execution of Noah's ſentence reſpecting the 
Canaanites, by the defcendants of Japheth, does not 
want the aſſiſtance of Mr. H.'s friends to accompliſh. 


*The queſtion I would aſk the perſon who undertook to 
explain Mr. H.'s arguments above, is ſimply this, Does 
Mr. H. aſſert that ſome exalted characters, (ſuch as Abraham) 
having Bondſervants, and no reproot being tound recorded in 
ſcripture againſt them for the ſame, is therefore a ſanction 
for Chriſtians to enflave the natives of Africa? If not, why 
has Mr. H. waſted ſo much paper in urging their examples ? 


L. 2 With 


- 
SY, GE ee eat ee eee a eG 
* . Y * 7 8 : * * 


TEE IR 


Ld 


. 


ä 1 

With reſpect to the firſt, I do not mean to aſſert 
that there can be no deſcendant of Canaan among 
the African negroes bought by the Europeans, but 
I do inſiſt, that ſo far from their being all Canaanites, 
the moſt intelligent accounts inform us, that the 
African Slaves who are now purchaſed by Europeans, 
are deſcended from Chus and Phut +, and arenot in 
the leaſt mentioned 1n the prophetic denunciation : 
Their offspring therefore do not devolve as an 
« hereditary legacy” to the modern deſcendants of 
Fapheth, their only title being Mr. Harris's generous 
bequeſt. | 

With regard to the ſecond, the fulfilment of Noah's 


prophecy, I ſhall give an extract from the much 
eſteemed diſſertations of the late Biſhop Newton: 


+ The learned Mr. Bryant, in a letter to Mr. G. Sharp, 
ſays “ Ham had four ſons, Chus, Mizraim, Phut and Canaan, 
« (Gen. x. 6). Canaan occupied Paleſtine, and the country 
called by his name: Mizraim, Egypt; but Phut paſſed 
« deep into Africa; and I believe moſt of the nations in that 
« part of the world are deſcended from him; at leaſt more 
„than from any other perſon.” And in ſpeaking of the 
deſcendants of Chus, he ſays, “In proceſs of time the ſons 
of Chus made ſettlements upon the ſea coaſt of Africa, and 
« came into Mauritania; hence we find trages of them alſo 
«« in the names of places, ſuch as Churis, Chuſares, upon the 
«« coaſt; anda river Cuſa, and a city Cotta; together with 
« a promontory Cotis in Mauritania, all denominated from 
« Chus,” & . They extended themſelves ſouthward, as 
% ſaid in my treatiſe, to the rivers Senegal and Gambia, 
« and as low as the Gold Coaſt.” To which Mr. Bryant 
„ immediately adds, «* I mentioned this, becauſe I do not 
«« think, that they proceeded much further: Maſt of the na- 
« tions to the South, being, as I imagine, of the race of Phut." 
See appendix, No. IV. Of the Fuft Limitation of Slavery. 
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His words on this prophecy are, The Iſraelites who 
« were deſcendants of Shem under the command of 
« Joſhua invaded the Canaanites, ſmote above thirty 
of their kings, took poſſeflion of their land, flew 
c ſeyeral of the inhabitants, made the Gibeonites 
&« and others ſervants and ftributaries, and Solomon 
« afterwards ſubdued the reſt (2 Chron. viii. 7, 8, 9.) 
„The Greeks and Romans too who were deſcendants 
4 of Japheth, not only ſubdued Syria and Paleſtine, 
but alſo purſued and conquered ſuch of the Ca- 
<« naanites, as were any where remaining, as for in- 
ſtance the Tyrians and Carthaginians ; the former 
“ of whom were ruined by Alexander and the Gre- 
« clans, and the latter by Scipio and the Romans. 
&« And ever ſince the miſerable remainder of this 
% people have been flaves to a foreign yoke; firſt to 
the Saracens, who deſcended from Shem, and 
„ afterwards to the Turks, who deſcended from 
« Japheth; and they groan under their dominion at 
« this day.” Þ 
There is one other idea of the author of the Scrip- 
tural Reſearches, which it becomes me to take ſome 
notice of before I conclude, 
Mr. H. is-ſo fond of Data and Corollaries, that he 
has employed one of each to ſtate his opinion of the 
impropriety of reflefting on * The private religious 
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t Should Mr. H. ſtill perſiſt to urge the“ ungueſtianable 
prerogative” of his clients, as deſcendants of Japheth, to a 
ſhare of their “ hereditary legacy” he ſhould lay their claim 
before the Grand Turk, and no opportimity can be better. to 


urge that claim than the preſent, while he 1s engaged with 
the Ruſſians, 
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© opinion, or any other perſonal circumſtances” of an 
opponent, unconnected with the ſubject in debate. 
But while he ſeems offended to be put in mind of his 
principles, he has not ſpared ſneeringly to ridicule 
the humane principles which influence the Friends of 
Freedom. In the courſe of my tract I have occa- 
tionally alluded to Mr, H.'s religious principles (as 
they are generally called) but which I conſider in 
another point of view, as having no juſt title to the 
ſacred name of Religion; being a ſyſtem of civil 
policy, invented by ambitious men, calculated to 


aggrandize themſelves and enſlave the people. A 


recollection of thoſe principles leſſens our aſtoniſh- 
ment,when we peruſe this Reverend Divine's defence 
of a trade inſeparable from cruelty and murder; and 
ſuch arguments as at page 173, of his laſt edition, 
where he ſhrinks from a reply to a matter of fact, 
under the feigned excuſe that his opponents have not 
entered upon a formal proof that © ex/laving a fellow- 
& creature is itſelf unjuſt,” and that Slavery is itſelf 
an unjuſt ſubordination ; || two propoſitions, the 
« falſity of which (Mr. H. ſays) has been fully de- 
&« monſtrated in the Scriptural Reſearches.” Fre- 
quent allufions to ſuch principles as Mr. H. has diſ- 
played, may prevent ſome from ſuppoſing that he 
has juſtified the wicked for reward, who when bis 


. * Scrip. Res, . 19, 28, 41. 


The following text before quoted at page 65, is ſuffi- 
eiently declarative of the injuſtice of ſlavery. The return 
due for ſervice being too diſtinctly expreſſad for Mr. H.'s Re- 


muyrration, at page go of his Review, to evade its meaning. 


Jer XXII. 13. . 


11 


tenets are known and recollected, will expreſs them- 


ſelves more charitably, conſidering his arguments as 


ariſing from the prejudice of education. 

While Mr. H. glories in having proved that 
enſlaving a fellow-creature is no act of injuſtice, I 
ſhall rather glory in being a member of a church 
whoſe miniſters could not hold forth ſuch arguments, 
without departing from its doctrines, and contra- 


dicting thoſe benovolent principles, which Proteſtants in 


general, of every denomination, eſteem inſeparable 
from the Chriſtian Religion. 


POSTSCRIPT. 


IT was the Author's firſt deſign to have ſubjoined 
to this Refutation of Mr. H.'s Tract, further indiſ- 
putable evidences from the Law of Nature, the 
Moſaic Diſpenſation, and the Chriſtian Religion, of 
the abſolute unlawfulneſs of the African Slave Trade, 
both in its Principles and Practice. But, numerous 
avocations interrupting his progreſs, and conceiving 
the preſent criſis moſt timely for the publication, he 
has therefore ſubmitted it in its preſent ſtate, truſting 
that what has been ſaid upon the texts quoted by 


Mr. H. has ſufficiently proved SCRIPTURE THE 
FRIEND OF FREEDOM, 
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